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House of Representatives
INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION 

ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005—Con-
tinued 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House 

Resolution 686, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, President Bush told 
the Nation, ‘‘You can’t distinguish be-
tween al Qaeda and Saddam.’’ That as-
sertion was one of the key justifica-
tions for the war in Iraq. 

At the appropriate point in the de-
bate, I shall enter into the RECORD 16 
similar assertions by leading members 
of the administration and several other 
relevant documents. 

Those assertions have, like the White 
House’s other claim that Saddam Hus-
sein had vast stockpiles of weapons of 
mass destruction, not found substan-
tiation in fact. I quote 27 top-level U.S. 
diplomats and military commanders 
who have said, ‘‘The administration 
. . . justified the invasion of Iraq . . . 
by a cynical campaign to persuade the 
public that Saddam Hussein was linked 
to al Qaeda . . . The evidence did not 
support this argument.’’ 

One week ago, the 9–11 Commission 
published staff statement number 15 
entitled ‘‘Overview of the Enemy,’’ 
which found no credible evidence of a 
collaborative relationship between 
Saddam Hussein and al Qaeda. The 
staff statement was the product of pro-
fessional people, all of whom were 
jointly appointed by both the Repub-
lican chairman and the Democratic 
vice chair of the Commission. Included 
among these staff people are former an-
alysts with the intelligence agencies, 
investigators and academics. 

Instead of accepting the finding of 
this Commission, which Congress and 
the President established in order to 
find the definitive answer to this and 

other questions, the Vice President 
went on national television to question 
the credibility of the Commission. He 
repeated the assertion that the admin-
istration has made so many times, and 
he said he ‘‘probably’’ has more infor-
mation than the Commission about 
ties between al Qaeda and Saddam Hus-
sein. 

Does the administration have more 
information than the Commission, or 
does it not? Is the White House inform-
ing the public of substantiated facts, or 
is the White House engaged in what 
could be called a cynical campaign to 
disinform the American public? 

As the St. Petersburg Times editorial 
of yesterday stated, ‘‘We don’t know 
what information the Vice President is 
referring to, but we do know this: 
Every important public charge that the 
White House and its supporters did 
make against Iraq in the months lead-
ing up to war, such as the purchase of 
nuclear weapons materials from Africa, 
meetings between al Qaeda and Iraqi 
operatives in Prague, and mobile bio-
logical weapons labs in the Iraqi 
desert, have been discredited . . . The 
bipartisan Commission’s credibility 
isn’t in question. The administration’s 
is. That is the most important reason 
for the Vice President to come forward 
and produce the evidence he alluded 
to.’’ That is the question the Kucinich-
Tauscher amendment seeks to answer.
SUBMISSION BY DENNIS J. KUCINICH IN SUP-

PORT OF THE KUCINICH/TAUSCHER AMEND-
MENT TO H.R. 4548, JUNE 23, 2004
The Kucinich/Tauscher amendment has 

been endorsed by: 
Admiral Stansfield Turner, former DCI 

1977–1981; 
Greg Thielmann, former State Department 

Intelligence official; 
Coleen Rowley, in her personal capacity, 

former FBI official; 
Ray McGovern, former CIA analyst; 
Gene Betit, former Army Intelligence offi-

cial; 
Ray Close, former CIA chief of station, 

Saudi Arabia; 
David MacMichael, former National Intel-

ligence Council analyst; 

Mel Goodman, professor at National War 
College; 

Col. Patrick Lang, retired U.S. Army Spe-
cial Forces; Defense Intelligence Officer for 
the Middle East, at DIA; 

Larry Johnson, former CIA and State De-
partment intelligence analyst; 

Veteran Intelligence Professionals for San-
ity (VIPs), Steering Committee; 

Center for American Progress. 

These are just 16 of the many assertions by 
members of the Administration about the ex-
istence of a collaborative, operational rela-
tionship between Saddam Hussein and al-
Qaeda. 

‘‘You can’t distinguish between al-Qaeda 
and Saddam.’’ President George Bush, White 
House website (9/26/2002). 

‘‘He’s a threat because he is dealing with al 
Qaida.’’ President George Bush, President 
Outlines Priorities, White House (11/7/2002). 

‘‘Saddam Hussein aids and protects terror-
ists, including members of al Qaeda. Se-
cretly, and without fingerprints, he could 
provide one of his hidden weapons to terror-
ists, or help develop their own. . . . Imagine 
those 19 hijackers with other weapons and 
other planes—this time armed by Saddam 
Hussein. It would take one vial, one canister, 
one crate slipped into this country to bring 
a day of horror like none we have ever 
known.’’ President George Bush, President 
Delivers ‘‘State of the Union’’, White House 
(1/28/2003). 

‘‘Saddam Hussein has longstanding, direct 
and continuing ties to terrorist networks. 
. . . Iraq has also provided al Qaeda with 
chemical and biological weapons training,’’ 
President George Bush, President’s Radio 
Address, White House (2/8/2003). 

‘‘We’ve removed an ally of al Qaeda, and 
cut off a source of terrorist funding,’’ Presi-
dent George Bush, President Bush An-
nounces Major Combat Operations in Iraq 
Have Ended, White House (5/1/2003). 

‘‘[Iraq] had the capacity to make a weapon 
and then let that weapon fall into the hands 
of a shadowy terrorist network.’’ President 
George Bush, Meet the Press (2/8/2004). 

‘‘His regime has had high-level contacts 
with al Qaeda going back a decade and has 
provided training to al Qaeda terrorists.’’ 
Vice President Richard Cheney, Remarks by 
the Vice President at the Air National Guard 
Senior Leadership Conference, White House 
(12/2/2002). 

‘‘He could decide secretly to provide weap-
ons of mass destruction to terrorists for use 
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against us.’’ Vice President Richard Cheney, 
Vice President’s Remarks at 30th Political 
Action Conference, White House (1/30/2003). 

‘‘We know that he has a long-standing re-
lationship with various terrorist groups, in-
cluding the al-Qaeda organization.’’ Vice 
President Richard Cheney, Meet the Press, 
NBC (3/16/2003).

‘‘. . . in Iraq we’ve had a government—not 
only was it one of the worst dictatorships in 
modern times, but had oftentimes hosted 
terrorists in the past . . . but also an estab-
lished relationship with the al Qaeda organi-
zation . . .’’ Vice President Richard Cheney, 
Vice president Dick Cheney Remarks at 
Luncheon for Congressman Jim Gerlach, 
White House (10/3/2003). 

‘‘We’ll find ample evidence confirming the 
link . . . between al Qaida and the Iraqi in-
telligence services. They have worked to-
gether on a number of occasions.’’ vice Presi-
dent Richard Cheney, Transcript of inter-
view with Vice President Dick Cheney, 
Rocky Mountain News (1/9/2004). 

‘‘I think there’s overwhelming evidence 
that there was a connection between al-
Qaeda and the Iraqi government.’’ Vice 
President Richard Cheney, Morning Edition, 
NPR (1/22/2004). 

‘‘It is the nexus between an Al-Qaeda type 
network and other terrorist network and a 
terrorist state like Saddam Hussein who has 
that weapons of mass destruction. As we sit 
here, there are senior Al-Qaeda in Iraq. They 
are there.’’ Secretary of Defense Donald 
Rumsfeld, Secretary Rumsfeld Interview 
with Jim Lehrer, PBS (9/18/2002). 

‘‘We have what we consider to be very reli-
able reporting of senior-level contacts going 
back a decade, and of possible chemical- and 
biological-agent training. And when I say 
contacts, I mean between Iraq and al 
Qaeda.’’ Secretary of Defense Donald Rums-
feld, Defense Department Regular Briefing, 
Defense Department (9/26/2002). 

‘‘They have occurred over a span of some 
eight or ten years to our knowledge. There 
are currently al-Qaeda in Iraq.’’ Secretary of 
Defense Donald Rumsfeld, Secretary Rums-
feld Live Interview with Infinity CBS Radio, 
Infinity-CBS Radio (11/14/2002). 

‘‘The regime plays host to terrorists, in-
cluding Al Qaida, as the president indi-
cated.’’ Secretary of Defense Donald Rums-
feld; Donald Rumsfeld and Richard Myers 
Hold Regular Defense Department Briefing, 
Defense Department (1/29/2003). 

DIPLOMATS & MILITARY COMMANDERS FOR 
CHANGE 

THE OFFICIAL STATEMENT 
The undersigned have held positions of re-

sponsibility for the planning and execution 
of American foreign and defense policy. Col-
lectively, we have served every president 
since Harry S Truman. Some of us are Demo-
crats, some are Republicans or Independents, 
many voted for George W. Bush. But we all 
believe that current Administration policies 
have failed in the primary responsibilities of 
preserving national security and providing 
world leadership. Serious issues are at stake. 
We need a change. 

From the outset, President George W. 
Bush adopted an overbearing approach to 
America’s role in the world, relying upon 
military might and righteousness, insensi-
tive to the concerns of traditional friends 
and allies, and disdainful of the United Na-
tions. Instead of building upon America’s 
great economic and moral strength to lead 
other nations in a coordinated campaign to 
address the causes of terrorism and to stifle 
its resources, the Administration, motivated 
more by ideology than by reasoned analysis, 
struck out on its own. It led the United 
States into an ill-planned and costly war 

from which exit is uncertain. It justified the 
invasion of Iraq by manipulation of uncer-
tain intelligence about weapons of mass de-
struction, and by a cynical campaign to per-
suade the public that Saddam Hussein was 
linked to Al Qaeda and the attacks of Sep-
tember 11. The evidence did not support this 
argument. 

Our security has been weakened. While 
American airmen and women, marines, sol-
diers and sailors have performed gallantly, 
our armed forces were not prepared for mili-
tary occupation and nation building. Public 
opinion polls throughout the world report 
hostility toward us. Muslim youth are turn-
ing to anti-American terrorism. Never in the 
two and a quarter centuries of our history 
has the United States been so isolated 
among the nations, so broadly feared and 
distrusted. No loyal American would ques-
tion our ultimate right to act alone in our 
national interest; but responsible leadership 
would not turn to unilateral military action 
before diplomacy had been thoroughly ex-
plored. 

The United States suffers from close iden-
tification with autocratic regimes in the 
Muslim world, and from the perception of 
unquestioning support for the policies and 
actions of the present Israeli Government. 
To enhance credibility with Islamic peoples 
we must pursue courageous, energetic and 
balanced efforts to establish peace between 
Israelis and Palestinians, and policies that 
encourage responsible democratic reforms. 

We face profound challenges in the 21st 
Century: proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction, unequal distribution of wealth and 
the fruits of globalization, terrorism, envi-
ronmental degradation, population growth in 
the developing world, HIV/AIDS, ethnic and 
religious confrontations. Such problems can 
not be resolved by military force, nor by the 
sole remaining superpower alone; they de-
mand patient, coordinated global effort 
under the leadership of the United States. 

The Bush Administration has shown that 
it does not grasp these circumstances of the 
new era, and is not able to rise to the respon-
sibilities of world leadership in either style 
or substance. It is time for a change.

SIGNATORIES 
The Honorable Avis T. Bohlen: Assistant 

Secretary of State for Arms Control, 1999; 
Ambassador to Bulgaria, 1996 (District of Co-
lumbia). 

Admiral William J. Crowe, USN, Ret.; 
Chairman, President’s Foreign Intelligence 
Advisory Committee; 1993; Ambassador to 
the Court of Saint James, 1993; Chairman, 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, 1985; Commander in 
Chief, United States Pacific Command (Okla-
homa). 

The Honorable Jeffrey S. Davidow; Ambas-
sador to Mexico, 1998; Assistant Secretary of 
State for Inter-American Affairs, 1996; Am-
bassador to Venezuela, 1993; Ambassador to 
Zambia, 1988 (Virginia). 

The Honorable William A. DePree; Ambas-
sador to Bangladesh, 1987; Director of State 
Department Management Operations, 1983; 
Ambassador to Mozambique, 1976 (Michigan). 

The Honorable Donald B. Easum; Ambas-
sador to Nigeria, 1975; Assistant Secretary of 
State for African Affairs, 1974; Ambassador 
to Upper Volta, 1971 (Virginia). 

The Honorable Charles W. Freeman, Jr.; 
Assistant Secretary of Defense, Inter-
national Security Affairs, 1993; Ambassador 
to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, 1989 (Rhode 
Island). 

The Honorable William C. Harrop; Ambas-
sador to Israel, 1991; Ambassador to Zaire, 
1987; Inspector General of the State Depart-
ment and Foreign Service, 1983; Ambassador 
to Kenya and Seychelles, 1980; Ambassador 
to Guinea, 1975 (New Jersey). 

The Honorable Arthur A. Hartman; Ambas-
sador to the Soviet Union, 1981; Ambassador 
to France, 1977; Assistant Secretary of State 
for European Affairs, 1973 (New Jersey).

General Joseph P. Hoar, USMC, Ret.: Com-
mander in Chief, United States Central Com-
mand, 1991; Deputy Chief of Staff, Marine 
Corps, 1990; Commanding General, Marine 
Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, 1987 
(Massachusetts). 

The Honorable H. Allen Holmes: Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Special Operations, 
1993; Ambassador at Large for 
Burdensharing, 1989; Assistant Secretary of 
State for Politico-Military Affairs, 1986; Am-
bassador to Portugal, 1982 (Kansas). 

The Honorable Robert V. Keeley: Ambas-
sador to Greece, 1985; Ambassador to 
Zimbabwe, 1980; Ambassador to Mauritius, 
1976 (Florida). 

The Honorable Samuel W. Lewis: Director 
of State Department Policy and Planning, 
1993; Ambassador to Israel, 1977; Assistant 
Secretary of State for International Organi-
zation Affairs, 1975 (Texas). 

The Honorable Princeton N. Lyman: As-
sistant Secretary of State for International 
Organization Affairs, 1997; Ambassador to 
South Africa, 1992; Director, Bureau of Ref-
ugee Programs, 1989; Ambassador to Nigeria, 
1986 (Maryland). 

The Honorable Jack F. Matlock, Jr.: Am-
bassador to the Soviet Union, 1987; Director 
for European and Soviet Affairs, National 
Security Council, 1983; Ambassador to 
Czechoslovakia, 1981 (Florida). 

The Honorable Donald F. McHenry: Am-
bassador and U.S. Permanent Representative 
to the United Nations, 1979 (Illinois). 

General Merrill A. (Tony) McPeak, USAF, 
Ret.: Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, 
1990; Commander in Chief, Pacific Air 
Forces, 1988; Commander, 12th Air Force and 
U.S. Southern Command Air Forces, 1987 
(Oregon). 

The Honorable George E. Moose: Rep-
resentative, United Nations European Office, 
1997; Assistant Secretary of State for African 
Affairs, 1993; Ambassador to Senegal, 1988; 
Director, State Department Bureau of Man-
agement Operations, 1987; Ambassador to 
Benin, 1983 (Colorado).

The Honorable David D. Newsom: Sec-
retary of State ad interim, 1981; Under Sec-
retary of State for Political Affairs, 1978; 
Ambassador to the Philippines, 1977; Ambas-
sador to Indonesia, 1973; Assistant Secretary 
of State for African Affairs, 1969; Ambas-
sador to Libya, 1965 (California). 

The Honorable Phyllis E. Oakley: Assist-
ant Secretary of State for Intelligence and 
Research, 1997; Assistant Secretary of State 
for Population, Refugees, and Migration, 1994 
(Nebraska). 

The Honorable Robert Oakley: Special 
Envoy for Somalia, 1992; Ambassador to 
Pakistan, 1988; Ambassador to Somalia, 1982; 
Ambassador to Zaire, 1979 (Louisiana). 

The Honorable James D. Phillips: Dip-
lomat-in-Residence, the Carter Center of 
Emory University, 1994; Ambassador to the 
Republic of Congo, 1990; Ambassador to Bu-
rundi, 1986 (Kansas). 

The Honorable John E. Reinhardt: Director 
of the United States Information Agency, 
1977; Assistant Secretary of State for Public 
Affairs, 1975; Ambassador to Nigeria, 1971 
(Maryland). 

General William Y. Smith, USAF, Ret.: 
Chief of Staff for Supreme Headquarters Al-
lied Powers Europe, 1979; Assistant to the 
Chairman, Organization of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, 1975; Director of National Security 
Affairs, Office of the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for International Security Affairs, 
1974 (Arkansas). 

The Honorable Ronald I. Spiers: Under Sec-
retary General of the United Nations for Po-
litical Affairs, 1989; Under Secretary of State 
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for Management, 1983; Ambassador to Paki-
stan, 1981; Director, State Department Bu-
reau of Intelligence and Research, 1980; Am-
bassador to Turkey, 1977; Ambassador to The 
Bahamas, 1973; Director, State Department 
Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs, 1969 
(Vermont). 

The Honorable Michael E. Sterner: Ambas-
sador to the United Arab Emirates, 1974 (New 
York). 

Admiral Stansfield Turner, USN, Ret.: Di-
rector of the Central Intelligence Agency, 
1977; Commander in Chief, Allied Forces 
Southern Europe (NATO), 1975; Commander, 
U.S. Second Fleet, 1974 (Illinois). 

The Honorable Alexander F. Watson: As-
sistant Secretary of State for Inter-Amer-
ican Affairs, 1993; Ambassador to Brazil, 1992; 
Deputy Permanent Representative to the 
United Nations, 1989; Ambassador to Peru, 
1986 (Maryland). 

[From the St. Petersburg Times, June 22, 
2004] 

WHERE’S THE PROOF? 
If Vice President Cheney has secret evi-

dence of a link between Saddam Hussein and 
al-Qaida, he has an obligation to share it 
with the 9/11 commission. 

President Bush and Vice President Cheney 
vehemently dispute the 9/11 commission’s 
conclusion that no ‘‘collaborative’’ relation-
ship existed between al-Qaida and Saddam 
Hussein’s regime, and the vice president says 
he ‘‘probably’’ has seen incriminating evi-
dence that the commission has not reviewed. 
If so, the Bush administration has an obliga-
tion to share that evidence with the commis-
sion immediately. Members of the commis-
sion, who were appointed by the president, 
are cleared to see the most sensitive classi-
fied information, and the administration 
agreed more than a year ago to provide all 
documents the commission needs to com-
plete its investigation into the worst ter-
rorist attacks in our nation’s history. Evi-
dence of a more substantial link between al-
Qaida and Hussein wouldn’t just bolster the 
administration’s case for having gone to war 
in Iraq; it also could help to complete the 
picture of al-Qaida’s planning and support 
prior to 9/11. 

The White House also has an obligation to 
share any such information with the Amer-
ican people and the world community. We 
live in a representative democracy, not an 
autocracy, and our government cannot suc-
cessfully wage war for reasons that are not 
understood and supported by the public. We 
also are dependent on the cooperation of 
other governments around the world in the 
war against terrorism, and that support de-
pends on our credibility. 

We don’t know what information the vice 
president is referring to, but we do know 
this: Every important public charge that the 
White House and its supporters did make 
against Iraq in the months leading up to 
war—such as the purchase of nuclear weap-
ons from Africa, meetings between al-Qaida 
and Iraqi operatives in Prague and mobile bi-
ological weapons labs in the Iraqi desert—
has been discredited. 

No substantive evidence on the record sup-
ports the administration’s claim that Iraq 
presented an immediate threat to U.S. secu-
rity. Members of the 9/11 commission are un-
derstandably reluctant to engage in a seman-
tic argument with the White House over the 
meaning of a ‘‘collaborative’’ relationship, 
but Thomas Kean, the Republican chairman 
of the commission, notes that al-Qaida had 
more substantial links to the governments of 
Iran and Pakistan prior to 9/11 than it had to 
Iraq. 

The 9/11 commission’s reports have been 
meticulous, straightforward and persuasive. 

They have dealt with Iraq only to the extent 
that allegations about Hussein’s possible 
role in aiding al-Qaida prior to the attacks 
had to be investigated and put to rest. The 
bipartisan commission’s credibility isn’t in 
question. The administration’s is. That’s the 
most important reason for the vice president 
to come forward and produce the evidence he 
alluded to.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who seeks to con-
trol time in opposition to the amend-
ment? 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
control the time. I am not in opposi-
tion to the amendment, but I do have 
some remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) 
will control the time. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD). 

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment, which calls 
for the CIA’s Inspector General to sub-
mit a report to Congress detailing evi-
dence of any relationship between Sad-
dam Hussein’s regime and al Qaeda 
prior to September 11, 2001. This report 
will help augment an already public 
record of such a relationship. 

On November 4, 1998, the U.S. Federal 
Grand Jury issued an indictment 
against Osama bin Laden alleging that 
he and others engaged in a long-term 
conspiracy to attack U.S. facilities 
overseas. The same indictment states 
that ‘‘al Qaeda reached an agreement 
with the government of Iraq and that 
on particular projects, specifically in-
cluding weapons development, al Qaeda 
would work cooperatively with the 
government of Iraq.’’ 

I would like to enter at the appro-
priate time the 1999 indictment into 
the RECORD. 

An Iraq defector to Turkey told the 
London Sunday Times that he saw bin 
Laden’s fighters in camps in Iraq in 
1997. And I would also like to enter at 
the appropriate time the July 14, 2002, 
London Sunday Times article on this 
issue into the RECORD. 

In October, 2000, an Iraqi intelligence 
operative was arrested along the Af-
ghan border by Pakistani authorities, 
according to ‘‘Jane’s Foreign Report.’’ 
This respected international newsletter 
reported that the operative was shut-
tling between Iraq intelligence and al 
Qaeda’s number two man and that 
throughout 2003, in the portion of 
northern Iraq loyal to Saddam Hussein, 
an Ansar al-Islam official admitted to 
Kurdish newspapers that when Ansar 
al-Islam was established in 2001, al 
Qaeda operatives offered a gift of 
$300,000 to assist the group in con-
ducting suicide operations against 
Americans. 

An al Qaeda leader went to Iraq after 
he was injured in Afghanistan in May, 
2002. Once he recovered, he traveled to 
Lebanon where he met with Hezbollah 
just before the October, 2002, assassina-
tion of USAID official Lawrence Foley 

in Jordan. After Zarqawi’s return to 
Iraq, he met with Ansar al-Islam offi-
cials in January, 2003, according to sev-
eral AI terrorists arrested in Britain. 

Zarqawi is currently in Iraq taking 
credit for suicide car bombings against 
innocent Iraqis and coalition forces. 

More recently Abdul Rahman Yasin 
remains the only member of the al 
Qaeda cell that detonated the 1993 
World Trade Center bomb to remain at 
large from the Clinton years. He fled to 
Iraq where U.S. forces recently uncov-
ered a cache of documents in Saddam’s 
hometown of Tikrit that show Yasin 
received both a house and monthly sal-
ary from Iraq. 

A 9–11 Commission staff working 
paper stated that there appears to be 
no evidence that Iraq was linked to the 
September 11 attacks on the United 
States, but several Commission mem-
bers have corrected the record recently 
to state that ‘‘The Vice President is 
saying that there were connections be-
tween al Qaeda and Saddam Hussein’s 
government. We don’t disagree with 
that,’’ and that the Commission has 
‘‘found contacts between al Qaeda and 
Iraq, that some of it is shadowy, but 
there is no question that the contacts 
were there.’’ 

I would like to submit at the appro-
priate time the transcript of the Talk 
Radio News Service questioning of 9–11 
Commission members Hamilton and 
Kean following the hearing of the 9–11 
Commission on Thursday, June 17, 2004. 

Lastly, we should not forget that 
Iraq was designated as the state spon-
sor of terrorism for more than a dec-
ade, including this administration as 
well as previous administrations. 

I urge this amendment be adopted so 
we can further augment our under-
standing of the nature of any relation-
ship between al Qaeda and the Hussein 
government.

INDICTMENT 
In the United States District Court—

Southern District of New York, United 
States of America v. Usama bin laden, De-
fendant. 

COUNT ONE—CONSPIRACY TO ATTACK DEFENSE 
UTILITIES OF THE UNITED STATES 

The Grand Jury charges: 
Background: Al Qaeda 

1. At all relevant times from in or about 
1989 until the date of the filing of this Indict-
ment, an international terrorist group ex-
isted which was dedicated to opposing non-
Islamic governments with force and vio-
lence. This organization grew out of the 
‘‘mekhtab al khidemat’’ (the ‘‘Services Of-
fice’’) organization which had maintained 
(and continues to maintain) offices in var-
ious parts of the world, including Afghani-
stan, Pakistan (particularly in Peshawar) 
and the United States, particularly at the 
Alkifah Refugee Center in Brooklyn. From 
in or about 1989 until the present, the group 
called itself ‘‘Al Qaeda’’ (‘‘the Base’’). From 
1989 until in or about 1991, the group was 
headquartered in Afghanistan and Peshawar, 
Pakistan. In or about 1992, the leadership of 
Al Qaeda, including its ‘‘emir’’ (or prince) 
USAMA BIN LADEN, the defendant, and its 
military command relocated to the Sudan. 
From in or about 1991 until the present, the 
group also called itself the ‘‘Islamic Army.’’ 
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The international terrorist group (hereafter 
referred to as ‘‘Al Qaeda’’) was 
headquartered in the Sudan from approxi-
mately 1992 until approximately 1996 but 
still maintained offices in various parts of 
the world. In 1996, USAMA BIN LADEN and 
Al Qaeda relocated to Afghanistan. At all 
relevant times, Al Qaeda was led by its 
‘‘emir,’’ USAMA BIN LADEN. Members of Al 
Qaeda pledged an oath of allegiance to 
USAMA BIN LADEN and Al Qaeda. 

2. Al Qaeda opposed the United States for 
several reasons. First, the United States was 
regarded as ‘‘infidel’’ because it was not gov-
erned in a manner consistent with the 
group’s extremist interpretation of Islam. 
Second, the United States was viewed as pro-
viding essential support for other ‘‘infidel’’ 
governments and institutions, particularly 
the governments of Saudi Arabia and Egypt, 
the nation of Israel and the United Nations, 
which were regarded as enemies of the group. 
Third, Al Qaeda opposed the involvement of 
the United States armed forces in the Gulf 
War in 1991 and in Operation Restore Hope in 
Somalia in 1992 and 1993. In particular, Al 
Qaeda opposed the continued presence of 
American military forces in Saudi Arabia 
(and elsewhere on the Saudi Arabian penin-
sula) following the Gulf War. Fourth, Al 
Qaeda opposed the United States Govern-
ment because of the arrest, conviction and 
imprisonment of persons belonging to Al 
Qaeda or its affiliated terrorist groups, in-
cluding Sheik Omar Abdel Rahman. 

3. Al Qaeda has functioned both on its own 
and through some of the terrorist organiza-
tions that have operated under its umbrella, 
including: the Islamic Group (also known as 
‘‘al Gamaa Islamia’’ or simply ‘‘Gamaa’t’’), 
led by co-conspirator Sheik Omar Abdel 
Rahman,’’ the al Jihad group based in Egypt; 
the ‘‘Talah e Fatah’’ (‘‘Vanguards of Con-
quest’’) faction of al Jihad, which was also 
based in Egypt, which faction was led by co-
conspirator Ayman al Zawahiri (‘‘al Jihad’’); 
Palestinian Islamic Jihad; and a number of 
jihad groups in other countries, including 
Egypt, the Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Yemen, So-
malia, Eritrea, Kenya, Pakistan, Bosnia, 
Croatia, Algeria, Tunisia, Lebanon, the Phil-
ippines, Tajikistan, Chechnya, Bangladesh, 
Kashmir and Azerbaijan. In February 1998, Al 
Qaeda joined forces with Gamaa’t, Al Jihad, 
the Jihad Movement in Bangladesh and the 
‘‘Jamaat ul Ulema e Pakistan’’ to issue a 
fatwah (an Islamic religious ruling) declar-
ing war against American civilians world-
wide under the banner of the ‘‘International 
Islamic Front for Jihad on the Jews and Cru-
saders.’’ 

4. Al Qaeda also forged alliances with the 
National Islamic Front in the Sudan and 
with the government of Iran and its associ-
ated terrorist group Hezballah for the pur-
pose of working together against their per-
ceived common enemies in the West, particu-
larly the United States. In addition, al Qaeda 
reached an understanding with the govern-
ment of Iraq that al Qaeda would not work 
against that government and that on par-
ticular projects, specifically including weap-
ons development, al Qaeda would work coop-
eratively with the Government of Iraq. 

5. Al Qaeda had a command and control 
structure which included a majlis al shura 
(or consultation council) which discussed 
and approved major undertakings, including 
terrorist operations. 

6. Al Qaeda also conducted internal inves-
tigations of its members and their associates 
in an effort to detect informants and killed 
those suspected of collaborating with en-
emies of Al Qaeda. 

7. From at least 1991 until the date of the 
filing of this Indictment, in the Sudan, Af-
ghanistan and elsewhere out of the jurisdic-
tion of any particular state or district, 

USAMA BIN LADEN, a/k/a ‘‘Usamah Bin-
Muhammad Bin-Laden,’’ a/k/a ‘‘Shaykh 
Usamah Bin-Laden,’’ a/k/a ‘‘Mujahid 
Shaykh,’’ a/k/a ‘‘Abu Abdallah,’’ a/k/a 
‘QaQa,’’ the defendant, and co-conspirator 
not named as a defendant herein (hereafter 
‘‘Co-conspirator’’) who was first brought to 
and arrested in the Southern District of New 
York, and others known and unknown to the 
grand jury, unlawfully, willfully and know-
ingly combined, conspired, confederated and 
agreed together and with each other to in-
jure and destroy, and attempt to injure and 
destroy, national-defense material, national-
defense premises and national-defense utili-
ties of the United States with the intent to 
injure, interfere with and obstruct the na-
tional defense of the United States. 

Overt Acts 
8. In furtherance of the same conspiracy, 

and to effect the illegal object thereof, the 
following overt acts, among others, were 
committed: 

a. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991 until at least in or about February 
1998, USAMA BIN LADEN, the defendant, 
met with Co-conspirator and other members 
of Al Qaeda in the Sudan, Afghanistan and 
elsewhere; 

b. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991, USAMA BIN LADEN, and others 
known and unknown, made efforts to obtain 
weapons, including firearms and explosives, 
for Al Qaeda and its affiliated terrorist 
groups; 

c. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991, USAMA BIN LADEN, and others 
known and unknown, provided training 
camps and guesthouses in various areas, in-
cluding Afghanistan and the Sudan, for the 
use of Al Qaeda and its affiliated terrorist 
groups; 

d. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991, USAMA BIN LADEN, and others 
known and unknown, made efforts to 
produce counterfeit passports purporting to 
be issued by various countries and also ob-
tained official passports from the Govern-
ment of the Sudan for use by Al Qaeda and 
its affiliated groups; 

e. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991, USAMA BIN LADEN, and others 
known and unknown, made efforts to recruit 
United States citizens to Al Qaeda in order 
to utilize the American citizens for travel 
throughout the Western world to deliver 
messages and engage in financial trans-
actions for the benefit of Al Qaeda and its af-
filiated groups; 

f. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991, USAMA BIN LADEN, and others 
known and unknown, made efforts to utilize 
non-Government organizations which pur-
ported to be engaged in humanitarian work 
as conduits for transmitting funds for the 
benefit of Al Qaeda and its affiliated groups; 

g. At various times from at least as early 
as 1991, Co-conspirator and others known and 
unknown to the grand jury engaged in finan-
cial and business transactions on behalf of 
defendant USAMA BIN LADEN and Al 
Qaeda, including, but not limited to: pur-
chasing land for training camps: purchasing 
warehouses for storage of items, including 
explosives; transferring funds between bank 
accounts opened in various names; obtaining 
various communications equipment, includ-
ing satellite telephones; and transporting 
currency and weapons to members of Al 
Qaeda and its associated terrorist organiza-
tions in various countries throughout the 
world; 

h. At various times from in or about 1992 
until the date of the filing of this Indict-
ment, USAMA BIN LADEN and other rank-
ing members of Al Qaeda stated privately to 
other members of Al Qaeda that Al Qaeda 

should put aside its differences with Shiite 
Muslim terrorist organizations, including 
the Government of Iran and its affiliated ter-
rorist group Hezballah, to cooperate against 
the perceived common enemy, the United 
States and its allies; 

i. At various times from in or about 1992 
until the date of the filing of this Indict-
ment, USAMA BIN LADEN and other rank-
ing members of Al Qaeda stated privately to 
other members of Al Qaeda that the United 
States forces stationed on the Saudi Arabian 
peninsula, including both Saudi Arabia and 
Yemen, should be attacked; 

j. At various times from in or about 1992 
until the date of the filing of this Indict-
ment, USAMA BIN LADEN and other rank-
ing members of Al Qaeda stated privately to 
other members of Al Qaeda that the United 
States forces stationed in the Horn of Africa, 
including Somalia, should be attacked; 

k. Beginning in or about early spring 1993, 
Al Qaeda members began to provide training 
and assistance to Somali tribes opposed to 
the United Nations’ intervention in Somalia; 

l. On October 3 and 4, 1993, members of Al 
Qaeda participated with Somali tribesmen in 
an attack on United States military per-
sonnel serving in Somalia as part of Oper-
ation Restore Hope, which attack killed a 
total of 18 United States soldiers and wound-
ed 73 others in Mogadishu; 

m. On two occasions in the period from in 
or about 1992 until in or about 1995, Co-con-
spirator helped transport weapons and explo-
sives from Khartoum to Port Sudan for 
transshipment to the Saudi Arabian penin-
sula; 

n. At various times from at least as early 
as 1993, USAMA BIN LADEN and others 
known and unknown, made efforts to obtain 
the components of nuclear weapons: 

o. At various times from at least as early 
as 1993, USAMA BIN LADEN and others 
known and unknown, made efforts to 
produce chemical weapons; 

p. On or about August 23, 1996, USAMA BIN 
LADEN signed and issued a Declaration of 
Jihan entitled ‘‘Message from Usamah Bin-
Muhammad Bin-Laden to His Muslim Broth-
ers in the Whole World and Especially in the 
Arabian Peninsula: Declaration of Jihad 
Against the Americans Occupying the Land 
of the Two Holy Mosques; Expel the Heretics 
from the Arabian Peninsula’’ (hereafter 
‘‘Declaration of Jihad’’) from the Hindu 
Kush mountains in Afghanistan. The Dec-
laration of Jihad included statements that 
efforts should be pooled to kill Americans 
and encouraged other persons to join the 
jihad against the American ‘‘enemy’’; 

q. In or about late August 1996, USAMA 
BIN LADEN read aloud the Declaration of 
Jihad and made an audiotape recording of 
such reading for worldwide distribution: and 

r. In February 1998, USAMA BIN LADEN 
issued a joint declaration in the name of 
Gamaa’t, Al Jihad, the Jihad Movement in 
Bangladesh and the ‘‘Jamaat ul Ulema e 
Pakistan’’ under the banner of the ‘‘Inter-
national Islamic Front for Jihad on the Jews 
and Crusaders,’’ which stated that Muslims 
should kill Americans—including civilians—
anywhere in the world where they can be 
found. 

(Title 18, United States Code, Section 
2155(b).) 

MARY JO WHITE, 
United States Attorney. 

[From the Sunday Times (London), July 14, 
2002] 

MILITIA DEFECTOR CLAIMS BAGHDAD TRAINED 
AL-QAEDA FIGHTERS IN CHEMICAL WARFARE 

(By Gwynne Roberts) 
A former colonel in Saddam Hussein’s 

Fedayeen, one of Iraq’s most brutal militias, 
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has claimed that he trained with fighters 
from Osama Bin Laden’s Al-Qaeda terrorist 
network in secret camps near Baghdad. The 
defector, who fled to Turkey three years ago, 
says that as long ago as 1997 and 1998, Is-
lamic extremists were being taught how to 
use chemical and biological weapons. 

Their instructors, he says, were from a 
military intelligence organisation known as 
Unit 999, which ran a six-month course for 
‘‘foreigners’’ including the Iranian opposi-
tion organisation Mojahedin-e Khalq and the 
Turkish-Kurdish PKK rebel movement as 
well as Al-Qaeda. 

Colonel ‘‘Abu Mohammed’’, whose real 
name is being withheld to protect him and 
his family near Ankara, says American offi-
cials who debriefed him in 1999 showed little 
interest in his information. If true, however, 
his story may acquire fresh significance as 
America seeks evidence of a link between 
Saddam Hussein and Bin Laden that could 
help it to justify an attack on Baghdad. In 
recent months several defectors have spoken 
of secret training camps in Iraq where Arabs 
from all over the Middle East have been 
trained in sabotage techniques by 
Mukhabarat (intelligence) instructors. 

Mohammed said he was recruited into 
Saddam’s Fedayeen in 1997 and trained at 
two secret facilities—at Salman Pak, south-
east of Baghdad, and at the Unit 999 camp, 
northwest of the Iraqi capital. His first en-
counter with Bin Laden’s fighters occurred 
at Salman Pak when he was on an induction 
course to become a Fedayeen officer, he said. 

‘‘We were met by Colonel Jamil Kamil, the 
camp manager, and Major Ali Hawas. I no-
ticed that a lot of people were queueing for 
food. 

(The major) said to me: ‘You’ll have noth-
ing to do with these people. They are Osama 
Bin Laden’s group and the PKK and the 
Mojahedin-e Khalq. 

‘‘They train for three months at Unit 999 
and another three at the Mukhabarat school 
in Salman Pak. So there are two camps 
where they train Bin Laden’s people.’’ 

Mohammed said he had attended another 
training course at Salman Pak and Unit 999 
a year later, spending 15 days at each facil-
ity. Here, once again, he encountered Al-
Qaeda fighters undergoing specialised sabo-
tage training. 

‘‘There was training in the use of biologi-
cal and chemical weapons there but they 
were not Iraqis doing it—only foreigners,’’ he 
said. 

‘‘They were trained to put materials into 
small containers and study the biological ef-
fects. In the training areas there is a field es-
pecially for weapons of mass destruction. 
Here, experts hold lectures and conduct bio-
logical experiments—theoretical experi-
ments, of course—on how to place explosives 
or how to pollute specific areas, water and 
public places and ventilation systems as well 
as power stations. They had maps of the 
USA, Britain, Turkey, Iran and Saudi Ara-
bia.’’ 

Mohammed’s claims illustrate the chal-
lenge American officials face in determining 
the quality of information from defectors 
whose hatred of the Iraqi regime may lead 
them to embellish their accounts. 

The intelligence services have struggled to 
find convincing evidence of links between 
Iraq and Al-Qaeda. Saddam’s secular regime 
has little in common with Bin Laden except 
for a shared hatred of America and Israel. 

However, Abbas al-Janabi, who spent 15 
years as personal assistant to Uday, 
Saddam’s son, before fleeing to the West in 
1998 and who is regarded as one of the most 
reliable senior defectors, is convinced that 
there is a connection between Bin Laden and 
Saddam. Last week he said he had learnt 
that Iraqi officials had visited Afghanistan 

and Sudan to strengthen ties with Al-Qaeda. 
He also knew of a top secret centre near 
Baghdad where ‘‘foreigners’’ trained with 
Iraqis. 

‘‘This was a sort of factory for turning out 
instructors,’’ Janabi said. ‘‘They trained 
both Iraqis and foreign nationals. Suicide 
squads were trained in sabotage techniques 
using weapons of mass destruction. They 
were well paid, well fed and their families 
well looked after.’’ Janabi predicted that in 
the event of war with the West, Saddam 
would deploy bio-weapons including small-
pox. 

The training described by Mohammed and 
Jannabi raises the possibility that Iraq has 
been passing on expertise learnt from the 
East Germans during the cold war. At 
Massow, a camp just south of Berlin, secret 
police instructors taught Iraqis how to at-
tack civilian targets using chemical and bio-
logical warfare agents. 

A former Stasi lieutenant-colonel said: 
‘‘The courses emphasised chemical weapons 
which attack the nervous system. They were 
also taught how to deploy bacteriological 
weapons—influenza, anthrax and yellow 
fever.’’ 

In a Kurdish prison in Sulaimaniya, north-
ern Iraq, further corroboration of claims 
that Saddam and Bin Laden have co-oper-
ated has come from an Iraqi who has admit-
ted working for the Mukhabarat. He said 
that Bin Laden’s second-in-command, the 
Egyptian doctor Ayman al-Zawahiri, had 
met Saddam in Baghdad in 1992. ‘‘I was one 
of the people responsible for his protection,’’ 
he claimed. 

The prisoner seemed well informed about 
Unit 999. Men attached to Al-Qaeda had been 
dispatched, from there to Afghanistan, Leb-
anon, Sudan and to a base in Somalia from 
where they were reassigned, he said. Some 
fighters trained by the Iraqis had joined Al-
Ansar Al-Islam, the Allies of Islam, a mili-
tant Islamic group based in eastern 
Kurdistan. 

Acts of terror by this group are beginning 
to pose a serious threat to stability in the 
area. Al-Ansar is blamed for trying to assas-
sinate Dr Barham Salih, prime minister of 
the Kurdish regional government, in April. 
Two would-be assassins were killed and a 
third was captured. During the subsequent 
investigation the captive reportedly admit-
ted that Al-Qaeda had recruited him in Jor-
dan. 

There is also growing evidence that Bin 
Laden’s supporters are crossing through Iran 
from Afghanistan to join AlAnsar. Inhab-
itants of Halabja, the town gassed by the 
Iraqi army in 1988, live in fear of Al-Ansar 
reprisals against anyone considered pro-
western. 

With the prospect of American interven-
tion in northern Iraq looming, Al-Ansar 
could prove dangerous. Its objective is to 
overthrow the pro-western Kurdish regional 
governments and to set up an Islamic state 
modelled on the Taliban’s rule in Afghani-
stan. 

[From Global Security.org, Dec. 14, 2002] 
SALMAN PARK—IRAQ SPECIAL WEAPONS 

FACILITIES 
Former Iraqi military officers have de-

scribed a highly secret terrorist training fa-
cility at Salman Pak, where both Iraqis and 
non-Iraqi Arabs receive training on hijack-
ing planes and trains, planting explosives in 
cities, sabotage, and assassinations. 

The Salman Pak biological warfare facility 
was located on a peninsula caused by a bend 
in the Tigris river, approximately five kilo-
meters (km) from the arch located in the 
town of Salman Pak. The facility area com-
prised more than 20 square km, and might 

have been known as a farmers (or agricul-
tural) experimentation center. The peninsula 
was fenced off and patrolled by a large guard 
force. Immediately inside and to the east of 
the fence line were two opulent villas: the 
larger built for Iraqi president Saddam Hus-
sein and the other for his half-brother, 
Barazan alTikriti. A main paved road ran 
through the center of the Salman Pak facil-
ity/peninsula. 

Plans were made in the mid–1980’s to de-
velop the Salman Pak site into a secure bio-
logical warfare research facility. Dr Rihab 
Taha, head of a small biological weapons re-
search team, continued to work with her 
team at al-Muthanna until 1987 when it 
moved to Salman Pak, which was under the 
control of the Directorate of General Intel-
ligence. 

Located at the facility are several build-
ings. The probable main research building at 
the site is a modern building, composed of 
twenty four rooms, housing a major BW re-
search facility. Using current technology the 
research area alone had sufficient floor space 
to accommodate several continuous flow or 
batch fermenters that could produce daily 
sufficient anthrax bacteria to lethally as-
sault hundreds of square kilometers. Adja-
cent to the research building is a storage 
area which contains four munitions type 
storage bunkers with lighting arrestors. Two 
of these bunkers have facilities for storage of 
temperature sensitive biological material. 
Approximately a mile down the road from 
the research area is a complex US intel-
ligence believe to be an engineering area. 
One building in this complex was thought to 
contain a fermentation pilot plant capable of 
scale up production of BW agents. A con-
struction project comprising several build-
ings was begun in early 1989 adjacent to the 
engineering area, and was near completion in 
1990. This new complex was assessed as a 
pharmaceutical production plant. As such, 
this facility would have an extensive capa-
bility for biological agent production. 

Salman Pak, located 30–40 km SE of Bagh-
dad, engaged in laboratory scale research on 
Anthrax, Botulinum toxin, Clostridium, 
perfringens (gas gangrene), mycotoxins, 
aflatoxins, and Ricin. Researchers at this 
site carried out toxicity evaluations of these 
agents and examined their growth character-
istics and survivability. 

Equipment-moving trucks and refrigerated 
trucks were observed at the Salman Pak BW 
facility prior to the onset of bombing, sug-
gesting that Iraq was moving equipment or 
material into or out of the facility. Informa-
tion obtained after the conflict revealed that 
Iraq had moved BW agent production equip-
ment from Salman Pak to the Al Hakam sus-
pect BW facility. 

The Qadisiya State Establishment [aka Al-
Qadsia], involved in the program to produce 
Al Hussein class missiles, is apparently lo-
cated nearby, along with the Al-Yarmouk fa-
cility which according to some reports was 
associated with the chemical munitions pro-
gram [and which other reports place at 
Yusufiyah]. 

Iraq told UN inspectors that Salman Pak 
was an anti-terror training camp for Iraqi 
special forces. However, two defectors from 
Iraqi intelligence stated that they had 
worked for several years at the secret Iraqi 
government camp, which had trained Islamic 
terrorists in rotations of five or six months 
since 1995. Training activities including sim-
ulated hijackings carried out in an airplane 
fuselage [said to be a Boeing 707] at the 
camp. The camp is divided into distinct sec-
tions. On one side of the camp young, Iraqis 
who were members of Fedayeen Saddam are 
trained in espionage, assassination tech-
niques and sabotage. The Islamic militants 
trained on the other side of the camp, in an 
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area separated by a small lake, trees and 
barbed wire. The militants reportedly spent 
time training, usually in groups of five or 
six, around the fuselage of the airplane. 
There were rarely more than 40 or 50 Islamic 
radicals in the camp at one time. 

[From townhall.com, June 18, 2004] 
WRONG AGAIN 

(By Richard Miniter) 
Every day it seems another American sol-

dier is killed in Iraq. These grim statistics 
have become a favorite of network news an-
chors and political chat show hosts. 
Nevermind that they mix deaths from acci-
dents with actual battlefield casualties; or 
that the average is actually closer to one 
American death for every two days; or that 
enemy deaths far outnumber ours. What 
matters is the overall impression of mount-
ing, pointless deaths. 

That is why it is important to remember 
why we fight in Iraq—and who we fight. In-
deed, many of those sniping at U.S. troops 
are al Qaeda terrorists operating inside Iraq. 
And many of bin Laden’s men were in Iraq 
prior to the liberation. A wealth of evidence 
on the public record—from government re-
ports and congressional testimony to news 
accounts from major newspapers—attests to 
longstanding ties between bin Laden and 
Saddam going back to 1994. 

Those who try to whitewash Saddam’s 
record don’t dispute this evidence; they just 
ignore it. So let’s review the evidence, all of 
it on the public record for months or years: 

Abdul Rahman Yasin was the only member 
of the al Qaeda cell that detonated the 1993 
World Trade Center bomb to remain at large 
in the Clinton years. He fled to Iraq. U.S. 
forces recently discovered a cache of docu-
ments in Tikrit, Saddam’s hometown, that 
show that Iraq gave Mr. Yasin both a house 
and monthly salary. 

Bin Laden met at least eight times with of-
ficers of Iraq’s Special Security Organiza-
tion, a secret police agency run by Saddam’s 
son Qusay, and met with officials from 
Saddam’s mukhabarat, its external intel-
ligence service, according to intelligence 
made public by Secretary of State Colin 
Powell, who was speaking before the United 
Nations Security Council on February 6, 
2003.

Sudanese intelligence officials told me 
that their agents had observed meetings be-
tween Iraqi intelligence agents and bin 
Laden starting in 1994, when bin Laden lived 
in Khartoum. Bin Laden met the director of 
the Iraqi mukhabarat in 1996 in Khartoum, 
according to Mr. Powell. An al Qaeda opera-
tive now held by the U.S. confessed that in 
the mid-1990s, bin Laden had forged an agree-
ment with Saddam’s men to cease all ter-
rorist activities against the Iraqi dictator, 
Mr. Powell told the United Nations. 

In 1999 the Guardian, a British newspaper, 
reported that Farouk Hijazi, a senior officer 
in Iraq’s mukhabarat, had journeyed deep 
into the icy mountains near Kandahar, Af-
ghanistan, in December 1998 to meet with al 
Qaeda men. Mr. Hijazi is ‘‘thought to have 
offered bin Laden asylum in Iraq,’’ the 
Guardian reported. 

In October 2000, another Iraqi intelligence 
operative, Salah Suleiman, was arrested near 
the Afghan border by Pakistani authorities, 
according to Jane’s Foreign Report, a re-
spected international newsletter. Jane’s re-
ported that Suleiman was shuttling between 
Iraqi intelligence and Ayman al Zawahiri, 
now al Qaeda’s No. 2 man. 

(Why are all of those meetings significant? 
The London Observer reports that FBI inves-
tigators cite a captured al Qaeda field man-
ual in Afghanistan, which ‘‘emphasizes the 
value of conducting discussions about pend-

ing terrorist attacks face to face, rather 
than by electronic means.’’) 

As recently as 2001, Iraq’s embassy in Paki-
stan was used as a ‘‘liaison’’ between the 
Iraqi dictator and al Qaeda, Mr. Powell told 
the United Nations. 

Spanish investigators have uncovered doc-
uments seized from Yusuf Galan—who is 
charged by a Spanish court with being ‘‘di-
rectly involved with the preparation and 
planning’’ of the Sept. 11 attacks—that show 
the terrorist was invited to a party at the 
Iraqi embassy in Madrid. The invitation used 
his ‘‘al Qaeda nom de guerre,’’ London’s 
Independent reports. 

An Iraqi defector to Turkey, known by his 
cover name as ‘‘Abu Mohammed,’’ told 
Gwynne Roberts of the Sunday Times of 
London that he saw bin Laden’s fighters in 
camps in Iraq in 1997. At the time, Moham-
med was a colonel in Saddam’s Fedayeen. He 
described an encounter at Salman Pak, the 
training facility southeast of Baghdad. At 
that vast compound run by Iraqi intel-
ligence, Muslim militants trained to hijack 
planes with knives—on a full-size Boeing 707. 
Col. Mohammed recalls his first visit to 
Salman Pak this way: ‘‘We were met by 
Colonel Jamil Kamil, the camp manager, and 
Major Ali Hawas. I noticed that a lot of peo-
ple were queuing for food. (The major) said 
to me: ‘You’ll have nothing to do with these 
people. They are Osama bin Laden’s group 
and the PKK and Mojahedin-e Khalq.’ ’’ 

In 1998, Abbas al-Janabi, a longtime aide to 
Saddam’s son Uday, defected to the West. At 
the time, he repeatedly told reporters that 
there was a direct connection between Iraq 
and al Qaeda. 

The Sunday Times found a Saddam loy-
alist in a Kurdish prison who claims to have 
been Dr. Zawahiri’s bodyguard during his 
1992 visit with Saddam in Baghdad. Dr. 
Zawahiri was a close associate of bin Laden 
at the time and was present at the founding 
of al Qaeda in 1989. 

Following the defeat of the Taliban, al-
most two dozen bin Laden associates ‘‘con-
verged on Baghdad and established a base of 
operations there,’’ Mr. Powell told the 
United Nations in February 2003. From their 
Baghdad base, the secretary said, they super-
vised the movement of men, materiel and 
money for al Qaeda’s global network. 

In 2001, an al Qaeda member ‘‘bragged that 
the situation in Iraq was ‘good,’ ’’ according 
to intelligence made public by Mr. Powell. 

That same year, Saudi Arabian border 
guards arrested two al Qaeda members enter-
ing the kingdom from Iraq. 

Abu Musaab al-Zarqawi oversaw an al 
Qaeda training camp in Afghanistan, Mr. 
Powell told the United Nations. His specialty 
was poisons. Wounded in fighting with U.S. 
forces, he sought medical treatment in Bagh-
dad in May 2002. When Zarqawi recovered, he 
restarted a training camp in northern Iraq. 
Zargawi’s Iraq cell was later tied to the Oc-
tober 2002 murder of Lawrence Foley, an offi-
cial of the U.S. Agency for International De-
velopment, in Amman, Jordan. The captured 
assassin confessed that he received orders 
and funds from Zarqawi’s cell in Iraq, Mr. 
Powell said. His accomplice escaped to Iraq. 

Zarqawi met with military chief of al 
Qaeda, Mohammed Ibrahim Makwai (aka 
Saif al-Adel) in Iran in February 2003, ac-
cording to intelligence sources cited by the 
Washington Post. 

Mohammad Atef, the head of al Qaeda’s 
military wing until the U.S. killed him in 
Afghanistan in November 2001, told a senior 
al Qaeda member now in U.S. custody that 
the terror network needed labs outside of Af-
ghanistan to manufacture chemical weapons, 
Mr. Powell said. ‘‘Where did they go, where 
did they look?’’ said the secretary. ‘‘They 
went to Iraq.’’ 

Abu Abdullah al-Iraqi was sent to Iraq by 
bin Laden to purchase poison gases several 
times between 1997 and 2000. He called his re-
lationship with Saddam’s regime ‘‘success-
ful,’’ Mr. Powell told the United Nations. 

Mohamed Mansour Shahab, a smuggler 
hired by Iraq to transport weapons to bin 
Laden in Afghanistan, was arrested by anti-
Hussein Kurdish forces in May, 2000. He later 
told his story to American intelligence and a 
reporter for the New Yorker magazine. 

Documents found among the debris of the 
Iraqi Intelligence Center show that Baghdad 
funded the Allied Democratic Forces, a 
Ugandan terror group led by an Islamist 
cleric linked to bin Laden. According to a 
London’s Daily Telegraph, the organization 
offered to recruit ‘‘youth to train for the 
jihad’’ at a ‘‘headquarters for international 
holy warrior network’’ to be established in 
Baghdad. 

Mullah Melan Krekar, ran a terror group 
(the Ansar al-Islam) linked to both bin 
Laden and Saddam Hussein. Mr. Krekar ad-
mitted to a Kurdish newspaper that he met 
bin Laden in Afghanistan and other senior al 
Qaeda officials. His acknowledged meetings 
with bin Laden go back to 1988. When he or-
ganized Ansar al Islam in 2001 to conduct 
suicide attacks on Americans, ‘‘three bin 
Laden operatives showed up with a gift of 
$300,000 ‘to undertake jihad,’ ’’ Newsday re-
ported. Mr. Krekar is now in custody in the 
Netherlands. His group operated in portion 
of northern Iraq loyal to Saddam Hussein—
and attacked independent Kurdish groups 
hostile to Saddam. A spokesman for the Pa-
triotic Union of Kurdistan told a United 
Press International correspondent that Mr. 
Krekar’s group was funded by ‘‘Saddam Hus-
sein’s regime in Baghdad.’’ 

After October 2001, hundreds of al Qaeda 
fighters are believed to have holed up in the 
Ansar al-Islam’s strongholds inside northern 
Iraq.

Some skeptics dismiss the emerging evi-
dence of a longstanding link between Iraq 
and al Qaeda by contending that Saddam ran 
a secular dictatorship hated by Islamists 
like bin Laden. 

In fact, there are plenty of ‘‘Stalin-
Roosevelt’’ partnerships between inter-
national terrorists and Muslim dictators. 
Saddam and bin Laden had common enemies, 
common purposes and interlocking needs. 
They shared a powerful hate for America and 
the Saudi royal family. They both saw the 
Gulf War as a turning point. Saddam suffered 
a crushing defeat which he had repeatedly 
vowed to avenge. Bin Laden regards the U.S. 
as guilty of war crimes against Iraqis and be-
lieves that non-Muslims shouldn’t have mili-
tary bases on the holy sands of Arabia. Al 
Qaeda’s avowed goal for the past ten years 
has been the removal of American forces 
from Saudi Arabia, where they stood in 
harm’s way solely to contain Saddam. 

The most compelling reason for bin Laden 
to work with Saddam is money. Al Qaeda 
operatives have testified in federal courts 
that the terror network was always des-
perate for cash. Senior employees fought bit-
terly about the $100 difference in pay be-
tween Egyptian and Saudis (the Egyptians 
made more). One al Qaeda member, who was 
connected to the 1998 embassy bombings, 
told a U.S. federal court how bitter he was 
that bin Laden could not pay for his preg-
nant wife to see a doctor. 

Bin Laden’s personal wealth alone simply 
is not enough to support a profligate global 
organization. Besides, bin Laden’s fortune is 
probably not as large as some imagine. In-
formed estimates put bin Laden’s pre-Sept. 
11, 2001 wealth at perhaps $30 million. $30 
million is the budget of a small school dis-
trict, not a global terror conglomerate. 
Meanwhile, Forbes estimated Saddam’s per-
sonal fortune at $2 billion. 
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So a common enemy, a shared goal and 

powerful need for cash seem to have forged 
an alliance between Saddam and bin Laden. 
CIA Director George Tenet recently told the 
Senate Intelligence Committee: ‘‘Iraq has in 
the past provided training in document for-
gery and bomb making to al Qaeda. It also 
provided training in poisons and gasses to 
two al Qaeda associates; one of these [al 
Qaeda] associates characterized the relation-
ship as successful. Mr. Chairman, this infor-
mation is based on a solid foundation of in-
telligence. It comes to us from credible and 
reliable sources. Much of it is corroborated 
by multiple sources. 

The Iraqis, who had the Third World’s larg-
est poison-gas operations prior to the Gulf 
War I, have perfected the technique of mak-
ing hydrogen-cyanide gas, which the Nazis 
called Zyklon-B. In the hands of al Qaeda 
this would be a fearsome weapon in an en-
closed space like a suburban mall or subway 
station. 

[From Talk Radio News Service, June 17, 
2004] 

(Excerpt from the media availability fol-
lowing the hearing of the National Commis-
sion on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United 
States. Participants: Thomas Kean, Commis-
sion Chairman; Lee Hamilton, Commission 
Co-Chairman.) 

QUESTION. The Associated Press is report-
ing this morning that President Bush has 
disputed your finding that there was no col-
laborative relationship between Saddam 
Hussein and al Qaeda. Would you like to 
comment on that? 

Mr. KEAN. Well, what we’re going on is the 
evidence we have found. What we have found 
is that, were there contacts between al 
Qaeda and Iraq? Yes. Some of it is shadowy, 
but there’s no question they were there. 
That is correct. What our staff statement 
found is there is no credible evidence that we 
can discover, after a long investigation, that 
Iraq and Saddam Hussein in any way were 
part of the attack on the United States. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I must say I have trouble 
understanding the flack over this. The vice 
president is saying, I think, that there were 
connections between al Qaeda and Saddam 
Hussein’s government. We don’t disagree 
with that. What we have said is what the 
governor just said, we don’t have any evi-
dence of a cooperative, or a corroborative re-
lationship between Saddam Hussein’s gov-
ernment and these al Qaeda operatives with 
regard to the attacks on the United States. 
So it seems to me the sharp differences that 
the press has drawn, the media has drawn, 
are not that apparent to me. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Illinois for helping to demonstrate the 
very reason why it is important to 
have an Inspector General’s audit be-
cause of all the conflicting informa-
tion. So I appreciate his presenting his 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
HARMAN), our ranking member. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I believe that having the CIA Inspec-
tor General conduct an impartial inde-
pendent audit of the intelligence re-
porting on this matter is a good idea, 
and I support his amendment. 

Let me just mention something that 
I do not believe has come up the de-

bate, and that is that there is a real 
difference pre-war and post-war. From 
my review of the sources provided to 
our committee on the nature of this re-
lationship, I have concluded that pre-
war there were contacts but no oper-
ational relationship. Post-war is a dif-
ferent story. Post-war there is an oper-
ational relationship between terrorists 
and folks on the ground in Iraq. Sad-
dam Hussein is no longer there, but 
there is a massive both recruiting and 
enabling effort in Iraq for terrorists 
around the world. Iraq has now become 
fly paper. 

Let me just suggest to the amend-
ment’s sponsor that the results of the 
audit should be made public. I think 
that might help eradicate some of the 
confusion that has been discussed. 

I think his amendment is a public 
service, and I support it. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM).

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I 
do not oppose the amendment, but I re-
sent the implication that the President 
did something wrong. And I would like 
to read. 

‘‘That’s why I supported the Iraq 
thing. There was a lot of stuff unac-
counted for. I thought the President 
had an absolute responsibility to go to 
the U.N. and say, ’Look, guys, after 9–
11 you have got to demand that Sad-
dam Hussein lets us finish the inspec-
tion process. I supported what he did 
going into Iraq. What I was far more 
worried about was that he’d sell this 
stuff or give it away. Same thing I’ve 
always been worried about North Ko-
rea’s nuclear and al Qaeda, as well as 
North Korea giving away nuclear com-
ponents.’’ 

This is President Bill Clinton. And al 
Qaeda was there in Iraq. Al Qaeda had 
significant ties to that. Saddam Hus-
sein paid people to blow themselves up 
in Israel and kill American citizens. So 
the implication that al Qaeda was not 
in Iraq I oppose. But I do not oppose 
going in and researching exactly what 
those were.

[From Time Magazine, June 28, 2004] 

You know, I have repeatedly defended 
President Bush against the left on Iraq, even 
though I think he should have waited until 
the U.N. inspections were over. I don’t be-
lieve he went in there for oil. We didn’t go in 
there for imperialist or financial reasons. We 
went in there because he bought the 
Wolfowitz-Cheney analysis that the Iraqis 
would be better off, we could shake up the 
authoritarian Arab regimes in the Middle 
East, and our leverage to make peace be-
tween the Palestinians and Israelis would be 
increased. 

At the moment the U.N. inspectors were 
kicked out in 1998, this is the proper lan-
guage: there were substantial quantities of 
botulinum and aflatoxin, as I recall, some 
bioagents, I believe there were those, and VX 
and ricin, chemical agents, unaccounted for. 
Keep in mind, that’s all we ever had to work 
on. We also thought there were a few mis-
siles, some warheads, and maybe a very lim-
ited amount of nuclear laboratory capacity. 

After 9/11, let’s be fair here, if you had been 
President, you’d think, Well, this fellow bin 

Laden just turned these three airplanes full 
of fuel into weapons of mass destruction, 
right? Arguably they were super-powerful 
chemical weapons. Think about it that way. 
So, you’re sitting there as President, you’re 
reeling in the aftermath of this, so, yeah, 
you want to go get bin Laden and do Afghan-
istan and all that. But you also have to say, 
Well, my first responsibility now is to try ev-
erything possible to make sure that this ter-
rorist network and other terrorist networks 
cannot reach chemical and biological weap-
ons or small amounts of fissile material. I’ve 
got to do that. 

That’s why I supported the Iraq thing. 
There was a lot of stuff unaccounted for. So 
I thought the President had an absolute re-
sponsibility to go to the U.N. and say, 
‘‘Look, guys, after 9/11, you have got to de-
mand that Saddam Hussein lets us finish the 
inspection process. You couldn’t responsibly 
ignore [the possibility that] a tyrant had 
these stocks. I never really thought he’d [use 
them]. What I was far more worried about 
was that he’d sell this stuff or give it away. 
Same thing I’ve always been worried about 
North Korea’s nuclear and missile capacity. 
I don’t expect North Korea to bomb South 
Korea, because they know it would be the 
end of their country. But if you can’t feed 
yourself, the temptation to sell this stuff is 
overwhelming. So that’s why I thought Bush 
did the right thing to go back. When you’re 
the President, and your country has just 
been through what we had, you want every-
thing to be accounted for. 

ON WHETHER THE IRAQ WAR WAS WORTH THE 
COSTS 

It’s a judgment that no one can make de-
finitively yet. I would not have done it until 
after Hans Blix finished his job. Having said 
that, over 600 of our people have died since 
the conflict was over. We’ve got a big stake 
now in making it work. I want it to have 
been worth it, even though I didn’t agree 
with the timing of the attack. I think if you 
have a pluralistic, secure, stable Iraq, the 
people of Iraq will be better off, and it might 
help the process of internal reform in Saudi 
Arabia and elsewhere. I think right now, get-
ting rid of Saddam’s tyranny, ironically, has 
made Iraq more vulnerable to terrorism 
coming in from the outside. But any open so-
ciety is going to be more vulnerable than 
any tyranny to that.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
45 seconds to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. REYES). 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I rise in support of this amendment, 
and I appreciate the remarks of our 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
because it is important to set the 
record straight, let the facts come out 
and see where everything was. 

I would remind everybody that for a 
whole year, post–9–11, when intel-
ligence people would come and brief 
our committee, I would ask what was 
the connection between al Qaeda and 
Saddam Hussein, and repeatedly their 
answer was none. In one case, one indi-
vidual said there might have been, if 
we stretch it, one instance. But I think 
it is important that we get to the bot-
tom of this. This is a right way to do 
it. This is something that the whole 
House should support, and I applaud 
the gentleman for offering it. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just want to thank all my col-
leagues for their perspectives as to why 
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this is a necessary amendment and 
comment that today that Admiral 
Stansfield Turner has also endorsed 
this amendment. I want to thank the 
chairman and ranking member for sup-
porting it.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) will 
be postponed. 

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 9 printed in House Report 
108–561. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. SIMMONS 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows:
Amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. SIMMONS:
At the end of title III (page 11, after line 8), 

insert the following new section:
SEC. 304. REPORT ON USE OF OPEN SOURCE IN-

TELLIGENCE. 
Not later than 6 months after the date of 

the enactment of this Act, the Director of 
Central Intelligence shall submit to Con-
gress an unclassified report on progress made 
by the intelligence community with respect 
to the use of Open Source Intelligence 
(OSINT).

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House 
Resolution 686, the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS).

b 1945 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to urge 
my colleagues to support my amend-
ment, and I thank the Committee on 
Rules and the distinguished chairman 
of the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence for endorsing this amend-
ment. It is quite simple. It directs the 
Director of Central Intelligence to pre-
pare over a 6-month period a report on 
the progress of open sources of intel-
ligence. 

Open-source intelligence refers to an 
intelligence discipline based on infor-
mation collected from open sources, 
generally available to the public. 

In the mid-1990s, it was my honor to 
command the 434th Military Intel-
ligence Detachment, a U.S. Army re-
serve unit affiliated with Yale Univer-
sity and located in New Haven, Con-
necticut. With the active participation 
of Chief Warrant Officer Tompkins and 
Sergeant Eliot Jardines, our unit wrote 
the first handbook for open-source in-
telligence for the U.S. Army. 

Today, Mr. Jardines has provided me 
with some interesting photographs 
that at first look like highly classified 
aerial photographs of the uranium en-
richment facility in Iran, and it shows 
here the enrichment facility being 
built; and then in this photograph, it 
has been covered with dirt, and you can 
see a large security or perimeter fence 
around it. 

A closer look at this aerial image 
again shows the construction of the en-
richment facility and then how it has 
been buried in Iran, presumably to 
keep it a secret from the rest of the 
world. 

These are not classified. These im-
ages were obtained from open sources; 
and the beauty of open source in this 
particular instance, Mr. Chairman, is 
that these images can be e-mailed 
around the country and around the 
world for others to look at them and to 
assist in the analysis process. 

Why is open source so important? It 
is important because there is a vast 
amount of information available in the 
public sector. It can be shared. It can 
be shared with other countries. It can 
be transported without concern about 
classification. 

Recently, the Joint Military Intel-
ligence Training Center published an 
open-source exploitation guide. A few 
years previously, the ‘‘Open-source 
Quarterly’’ published additional infor-
mation on how we can enhance our in-
telligence capabilities with open 
source, but this May the U.S. Army 
distributed FM 2–0 on intelligence, and 
they left open source out altogether. 
That is unfortunate, at a time when 
our intelligence performance is being 
questioned. 

At a time when every scrap of infor-
mation is needed to piece together the 
puzzle presented by terrorist oper-
ations, there could be no better time 
than to incorporate the value of OSINT 
to our overall intelligence product and 
make it available to our policymakers 
and our military forces. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this important amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who seeks time in 
opposition to the amendment? 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not oppose the amendment, but I will 
control the time on this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from California? 

There was no objection.
Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume, 
and I want the gentleman to know that 
I support his amendment. 

For years the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence has extolled 
the virtues of open-source reporting, as 
he calls it, OSINT. Often they are the 
most reliable form of intelligence 
available, as his charts illustrate. Yet, 
in spite of this, I believe the intel-
ligence community has not invested 
sufficiently in open sources of informa-

tion, and I am pleased that this amend-
ment is being offered, and I think it 
improves the bill we are debating. 

On that subject, Mr. Chairman, let 
me just return to an earlier conversa-
tion about full funding of 
counterterrorism. While we have been 
spending the last 4 hours on the floor, 
a letter was received from the DCI, 
George Tenet. It was addressed to me 
and to the gentleman from Florida 
(Chairman GOSS), and he states in his 
letter that he is planning to release it. 
It is a comment on the majority report 
language to the bill, and I just want to 
quote in part. 

He says, this is a letter dated today: 
‘‘I find it hard to accept that any seri-
ous observer would believe, as the com-
mittee apparently does, that there is 
an unhealthy emphasis on 
counterterrorism and 
counterproliferation efforts or that we 
are placing too much emphasis sup-
porting the Nation’s Iraq effort at the 
CIA. I am deeply disappointed at the 
way the report has chosen to question 
the leadership and capabilities of the 
clandestine service.’’ 

Now, these are the opinions of DCI 
George Tenet. I would just point out at 
this point in the debate that the mi-
nority was never consulted about the 
majority report. We filed our own re-
port, and I would just like the record 
to reflect that these are the reactions 
of DCI George Tenet to portions of the 
majority report.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to my friend and distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. KIRK), who is also a naval 
intelligence officer. 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the Simmons amendment. 
Unlike some other amendments in this 
bill that are offered for partisan advan-
tage, this amendment is offered by a 
former CIA officer with detailed knowl-
edge of how the U.S. intelligence com-
munity works. To my knowledge, there 
are only three current Members of Con-
gress who work with the CIA: our 
chairman, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. GOSS), the author of this amend-
ment; the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. SIMMONS); and me, who is detailed 
to the CIA from navy intelligence. 

This amendment seeks to change our 
intelligence culture to become more ef-
fective in the age of the Internet. 
Today, every two-bit terror organiza-
tion in the world has a Web site broad-
casting information on its activities. 
Internet news, political parties, and 
foreign government sites all offer new 
material to our intelligence commu-
nity. 

For years in the cold war, our en-
emies collected open-source data on us, 
but we were forced to collect secret 
data on them. That is now changing. 
There is a wealth of open-source data 
on our adversaries. Every analyst in 
the community should be encouraged 
to use as much current and accurate 
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open-source data as possible; and I ap-
plaud the gentleman, who knows the 
CIA so well, for offering this amend-
ment to keep our culture up to date 
with the current technology. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time is remaining on our side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. HARMAN) has 3 
minutes remaining. The gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS) has 1 
minute remaining. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. HOLT), a member of our 
committee. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the Simmons amend-
ment. To set the record straight, there 
is on this side an alumnus of the intel-
ligence community. I also used to work 
in the intelligence community, and I 
can assure my colleagues that the 
agencies make much less use of the 
wealth of open-source information than 
they could. 

Open sources mean more than search-
ing the Internet for printed material or 
extending the reach of the foreign 
broadcast information service. There 
are now commercial companies with 
high-quality imagery from satellites. 
There is mature technology for using 
commercial radio and television broad-
casts as illumination sources to pas-
sively detect and track aircraft. These 
techniques could be used to augment 
air surveillance, for example. The 
Internet, as we are all aware, could be 
exploited for many intelligence pur-
poses and so on. 

There is much we could do. Last 
year, I sponsored in this very author-
ization bill a provision that required 
the intelligence community to report 
to us on how new approaches of open-
source intelligence would be incor-
porated into intelligence products. Al-
though that report is, I am told, in 
final coordination now, we still have 
not received it. So I think it is appro-
priate to put this language into the 
bill, not just report language, so that 
the intelligence community will make 
full use of open-source information. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend my col-
league once again this evening for his 
statement and offer strong support for 
the Simmons amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from New Jersey for his very appro-
priate comments, and I am glad to hear 
that we share a mutual interest. 

In closing, I would simply like to 
draw attention to a book called ‘‘The 
New Craft of Intelligence,’’ which fo-
cuses on open source. The distin-
guished chairman of the Senate com-
mittee made the comment in the pref-
ace, ‘‘Secret intelligence alone cannot 
protect America.’’ 

This amendment is designed to ad-
dress that issue.

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. GOSS), the distinguished chairman 
of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 30 sec-
onds. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support, and associate myself with a 
distinguished member of the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence 
who knows his stuff. 

All-source intelligence sometimes 
gets confused with open-source intel-
ligence. I think it is important to know 
that a huge percentage of all-source in-
telligence is open-source intelligence 
and is very valuable in the filters and 
the proper analysis. So I support the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I also want to give no-
tice that I am going to put at the prop-
er time a statement of the Speaker of 
the House in the RECORD in support of 
this bill. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to reiterate my 
support for this amendment and point 
out one of the ironies, which is that 
our committee has been learning much 
of what it needs to do its oversight 
from open sources, rather than from 
the regular channels. I am glad we 
have open sources. Otherwise, we would 
have very little information. So that is 
just another reason why the gentle-
man’s amendment is so useful, and I 
strongly support it.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SIM-
MONS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SIM-
MONS) will be postponed. 

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 10, printed in House Report 
108–561. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. REYES 
Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows:
Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. REYES:
At the end of title III, insert the following 

new section:
SEC. 304. REQUIREMENT FOR IMMEDIATE SUB-

MITTAL OF DOCUMENTS RELATING 
TO DETAINEES OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) WITHHOLDING OF 25 PERCENT OF FUNDING 
FOR CERTAIN PROGRAMS.—25 percent of 
amounts otherwise available to carry out the 
functions or duties under the following pro-
grams may not be obligated or expended 
until the date on which all of the documents 
described in subsection (b) are submitted to 
the appropriate congressional committees: 

(1) The Central Intelligence Agency Pro-
gram. 

(2) The Army Tactical Intelligence and Re-
lated Activities Program. 

(3) The General Defense Intelligence Pro-
gram. 

(4) The Joint Military Intelligence Pro-
gram. 

(b) DOCUMENTS DESCRIBED.—The docu-
ments referred to in subsection (a) are all 
documents, including reports, correspond-
ence, legal memoranda, and electronic com-
munications related to the handling and 
treatment of detainees under the custody 
and control of the United States or individ-
uals held on behalf of the United States in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
and elsewhere. 

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees’’ means the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The Select Committee on Intelligence, 
the Committee on Armed Services, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

(2) The Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House 
Resolution 686, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. REYES) and a Member op-
posed each will control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. REYES). 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
to the Intelligence authorization bill 
aimed at getting the full story on the 
prisoner abuse issue at places such as 
Abu Ghraib and Afghanistan. 

The abuses of Iraqi detainees at Abu 
Ghraib were reprehensible; I think we 
can all agree on that. Colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle have agreed on 
that, particularly after reviewing the 
now-infamous photos behind closed 
doors that were made available to us 
on Capitol Hill. 

I am equally disturbed by the indict-
ment of CIA contractor David Passaro, 
who allegedly assaulted a detainee at a 
detention facility in Afghanistan. This 
indictment is yet another sobering re-
minder that the detainee abuses were 
not limited to the Abu Ghraib prison. 

Make no mistake: interrogations are 
critical to the war on terrorism. I 
know that; I respect that. They are one 
way of generating dots that might lead 
to the intelligence community, pro-
viding information on the next ter-
rorist plot. 

But the prisoner abuse issue and the 
broader issue of our interrogation pol-
icy is one that cries out for stronger 
congressional oversight. Congress has 
got to get that straight and has got to 
get the story and understand how in-
terrogations may have gone off track. 
Anything short of that would be a 
breach of faith with the American pub-
lic which expects us to conduct vig-
orous oversight on issues of importance 
such as this. 

The intelligence community has been 
trying to get the straight story on Abu 
Ghraib. We have had five hearings thus 
far. But, frankly, the witnesses that 
have appeared before our committee 
have not been very forthcoming, in my 
opinion. Nor up until last night has the 
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Department of Defense been very forth-
right with key documents for the com-
mittee, documents that we have re-
quested, including documents from the 
Defense Department, which they prom-
ised to provide to our committee. 

Our sixth hearing was to be an all-
day affair, the majority’s chosen topic 
that day: the value of interrogations. 
While that is a legitimate area of in-
quiry, it is not what I would call hard-
hitting oversight, nor would it have en-
hanced our understanding of the events 
that occurred at Abu Ghraib. 

My amendment would strengthen 
oversight in the Intelligence authoriza-
tion bill. It would hold the executive 
branch’s feet to the fire by fencing a 
large sum of money until the com-
mittee received all the documents re-
lated to the handling and the treat-
ment of detainees in Iraq, Afghanistan, 
Guantanamo Bay, and elsewhere. It is 
intended to underscore the seriousness 
of the prisoner abuse issue and the 
committee’s determination to get the 
straight story. It will take the Depart-
ment of Defense little time at all to 
comply with this request from our 
committee. 

I offered this amendment during the 
committee’s consideration of this bill. 
Although the amendment was defeated 
on straight party lines, I am pleased to 
report that yesterday the Department 
of Defense finally, finally, sent over a 
large batch of documents on interroga-
tion policy. 

It included many of the documents 
that the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence was seeking, but not all 
of them. For example, it did not in-
clude the standard operating proce-
dures for Guantanamo Bay which 
Major General Jeff Miller promised the 
committee; and it did not include docu-
ments related to interrogation policy 
in Iraq, signed by Lieutenant General 
Sanchez.

b 2000 
Nor does it include Brigadier General 

Karpinski’s December 2003 response to 
the Red Cross. 

This authorization bill needs to be 
stronger on oversight. We need to do 
our job properly. We should not fall for 
the administration’s selective provi-
sion of documents simultaneously re-
leased to us and to the media. 

The majority’s report language 
called this amendment a petty action 
masquerading as a good gesture. Petty 
or not, this amendment and other ac-
tions generated pressure that yielded 
results, which is more than a few hear-
ings have accomplished to date. 

I believe that there is more to the in-
terrogation story, like the revelation 
last week that Secretary Rumsfeld 
ghosted a detainee at the request of 
CIA Director Tenet in direct conflict of 
testimony presented to our Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence. 

For this and many other reasons that 
we have well documented, I urge my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I seek time 
in opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. GOSS) is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

This particular amendment was 
given very careful consideration in the 
committee, and it was voted down. We 
will have some reasons, and I am going 
to yield in a few minutes to the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS), not 
yet, to explain some of them, as the 
chairman of our Subcommittee on 
Human Intelligence, Analysis, and 
Counterintelligence. 

But I think its it is important to 
note that our committee has really led, 
I think, very responsibly in the area of 
oversight. We have had, I believe it is 
five hearings now; we have something 
like close to 7,000 pages in seven or 
eight different categories. We are get-
ting full cooperation. I do not under-
stand exactly why it is there is a feel-
ing that we need to go forward and 
shut down the money to the people who 
are carrying the war on terrorism be-
cause we feel they we are not getting 
enough cooperation. If we got much 
more cooperation, I would not have 
any staff available to prepare this bill, 
we have so many documents to work 
with. So there is no question that the 
oversight is being done. 

I think to say this was a petty ges-
ture posing as a grand gesture or what-
ever the language was is not off-base. 
It is unnecessary. I think we hashed 
this out in our committee, and I am 
sorry it has come back again. We are 
doing our job. 

Now, before I yield to the gentleman 
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS), I do need 
to point out that, indeed, I just re-
ceived the mail, my mail apparently 
does not come in quite as rapidly, but 
I too got the letter from Director 
Tenet; and it appears that Director 
Tenet is also having a problem with his 
mail, because he is referring here to 
language in a draft that is no longer 
relevant in making a complaint about 
language that does not exist. 

It is true that in our report, and I 
will be happy to read on page 23 the of-
fending language. The offending lan-
guage is this: ‘‘The CIA must collect 
against all types of targets needed to 
gain the insights and the plans and in-
tentions of our adversaries, be they 
terrorists, political, economic, mili-
tary in nature. Countering the threat 
from terrorism is, of course, and should 
be at the top of the CIA’s list of collec-
tion priorities, but the Central Intel-
ligence Agency must continue to be 
much more than just a ‘‘central 
counterterrorism agency’’ if America is 
to be truly secure, prosperous, and free. 

I do not think anybody disagrees 
with that. We have weapons of pro-
liferation, we have counternarcotics ef-
forts, we have racketeering, things 
going on. What we are saying here is 
what every member of the committee 
knows, that we have insufficiency of 

capability in the intelligence commu-
nity to do all the tasks we need to pro-
tect America from all of the threats 
that are out there. And I quite agree 
that that is a matter that we have all 
expressed concern on, and that is what 
we have done. 

I think for the Director to come back 
and suggest that there is an unhealthy 
emphasis on counterterrorism is a 
stretch; and I think he has had bad 
staff work, and I hope he takes care of 
it. 

The second thing I would point out in 
the same letter is something that we 
have reported on today, and I am 
quoting: ‘‘The damage done by inatten-
tion to the clandestine service during 
the first half of the 1990s cannot be re-
paired in the blink of an eye.’’ 

We all know that. We all know we 
have an insufficiency problem, and we 
all understand that we have a threat 
that is serious and that we are trying 
to deal with it, and this bill builds 
back capability to deal with it.

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS). 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the chairman for yielding me 
this time. 

I rise in strong opposition to the 
amendment of my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES), not 
only for what it says, but for what it 
does as well. 

This amendment would withhold 
funding to the men and women of the 
intelligence community at the very 
time when they are engaged in the 
global war on terror. Let us be clear, 
Mr. Chairman, about what this amend-
ment really does. They say it fences, 
but it really cuts, and I will explain 
that in a minute, it cuts vital intel-
ligence funding. This is not just an-
other innocuous document request. 

This amendment cuts 25 percent of 
the funding going to our most critical 
intelligence program until Congress re-
ceives all of the documents relating to 
detainees in Iraq, Afghanistan, Guanta-
namo Bay, and elsewhere. The amend-
ment does not name which documents; 
it just says all of the documents. That 
is as open-ended a question as any re-
quest could be, and I dare say that it 
would be impossible to ever satisfy 
that request. 

What is really happening here is an 
attempt to play politics with intel-
ligence funding at a time when we are 
at war. It is stunning to me to see this 
sort of thing happening. It is not right, 
and it should not happen. We should 
not be cutting off the funds for these 
agencies. 

This is not the time to play politics 
or to be withholding intelligence fund-
ing. The ranking member says she is 
for more intelligence funding, and I be-
lieve that; yet she and her colleagues 
supported this measure in committee. 
It seems to me that if they were seri-
ous about the funding of the war on 
terrorism, they would not be offering 
this amendment. 
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American intelligence collectors and 

soldiers are under constant fire in Iraq, 
Afghanistan, and yes, elsewhere; and 
American civilians are being kidnapped 
and beheaded in gruesome videotaped 
ceremonies, and all the while this is 
happening, the opposition wants to 
withhold intelligence funding. 

Mr. Chairman, the idea that someone 
is trying to hide documents from Con-
gress or that the administration is 
stonewalling and is not providing the 
documents is foolishness. The com-
mittee has received excellent coopera-
tion to date from the Defense Depart-
ment and the CIA. This is just petty 
politics masquerading, as they say, as 
a grand gesture. 

Here are the facts: earlier this 
month, the committee made an official 
request to Secretary Rumsfeld for the 
documents. That request, which was 
signed by both the HPSCI chairman 
and ranking member, is being honored. 
We have received thousands upon thou-
sands of pages of documents, including 
the Miller report, the Ryder report, the 
Taguba report, and the Army’s official 
interrogation manual. 

Just yesterday, we received hundreds 
of pages of documents that included 
Presidential memos on al Qaeda and 
Taliban detainees, and internal DOD 
memoranda and Justice Department 
legal documents. We are getting the 
documents as fast as they can be gath-
ered and forwarded to us. 

The committee has held five, yes, 
five full committee meetings thus far 
on the detainee hearing. Our sixth 
hearing, the most substantial we have 
planned for to date, was scheduled for 
the same day as the Reagan funeral, so 
we had to reschedule it for July 13, 
2004. But that hearing is going forward 
and will be an all-day affair, with three 
separate panels and some very senior 
people to talk to us about the detainee 
policy and procedures. 

Mr. Chairman, we are getting the 
documents we requested. Let me also 
add that, as I said before, we have had 
a total of 63 different hearings on this 
between the Senate and the House on 
this issue. I think we are getting excel-
lent cooperation. If we ask much more 
of these people on this issue, they will 
not be able to fight the war on ter-
rorism; they will have to be here de-
fending their position on this issue day 
in and day out. 

This amendment is unnecessary, and 
it would only hurt the brave men and 
women who are out there trying to pro-
tect us. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask all Members to 
oppose this amendment. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would remind my colleague that we 
have provided a specific list of docu-
ments that we required that have not 
been complied with. And as to giving 
them to us as quickly as they possibly 
can, how long does it take to have 
somebody copy the interrogation pro-
cedures of Guantanamo Bay and pro-
vide them to the committee? It takes 

at the most maybe a day, so they have 
not been forthcoming.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REYES. I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, what is the 
list the gentleman is referring to? The 
letter that the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. HARMAN) and I have written 
we have had response to, and we are 
getting more response. What list is the 
gentleman referring to, may I ask? 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, we have a 
comprehensive list of documents that 
have been put together. I will be glad 
to furnish it to the chairman. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield, is this a list that the 
committee has taken action on that 
has not been responded to? 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, this was 
a list that we compiled of documents 
that were promised to us through the 
hearing process. 

Mr. GOSS. May I ask who compiled 
the list? Who signed this request? 

Mr. REYES. It was signed by the 
committee staff based on questions 
that we had and documents that had 
been provided. 

If I may reclaim my time, Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS), 
my good friend and colleague and the 
former ranking member of this com-
mittee. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, I want to rise in support of the 
Reyes amendment. I wanted to go back 
to the Rogers amendment just for a 
second, and I wanted to compliment 
the ranking member for opposing it. 

Mr. Chairman, I served on the com-
mittee from 1990 to 1998. There was an 
understanding at the end of the Cold 
War, this was during the first Bush ad-
ministration, that we were going to cut 
Defense by about 30 percent, 33 percent, 
but intelligence would be protected and 
held at about a 10 percent cut. It was 
believed that everything within this 
Defense budget should be reduced at 
that point in time. 

So this was the policy laid down by 
DICK CHENEY and Colin Powell. This 
created the base for us, and when the 
new administration came into office in 
1993, Jim Woolsey was the head of the 
CIA, and he felt that they had to make 
some contribution. But we protected 
Intelligence. We protected it at the 
time. 

So the gentleman’s information, the 
gentleman from Michigan’s informa-
tion, here is inaccurate; and I think it 
is too bad, really, that this is in these 
findings, because we all want to sup-
port the intelligence community to-
night. But I could not support these 
findings. I could not ask one single 
Member of the Democratic Party to 
support these findings, because they 
are inaccurate. They are not correct, 
and they are distorted. Also, I thought 
we had a rule around here that we are 
not supposed to disclose intelligence 
information. I guess percentages do not 

count, but saying that the budget was 
cut a certain percentage, I think, is a 
mistake, and to acknowledge that pub-
licly is a mistake. 

So I just wanted to stand up here to-
night and say this: the Reyes amend-
ment is about not getting to the bot-
tom of this. I remember when my good 
friend, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. GOSS), and I were on the com-
mittee together. We had every inves-
tigation imaginable into the Clinton 
administration. One could not think up 
something that we did not investigate. 
We went along with that, because we 
felt that doing the investigations was 
the right thing. 

Now, on this one, guys, if we do not 
get to the bottom of this Guantanamo 
Bay and Iraqi prison thing, and if we do 
not insist that we get the information, 
I will be up here with a resolution of 
inquiry to demand that these Depart-
ments disclose this information.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I thank my 
distinguished friend and colleague for 
yielding. I guarantee, if the gentleman 
came up and took a look at the record 
of what we are doing, have done and 
are continuing to do, you would be 
proud that the committee is doing 
oversight properly. 

Now, I would also like, if the gen-
tleman will allow me, to quote from 
the Director of Central Intelligence a 
letter. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
take back my time. The gentleman has 
time on his own now, and he can use 
his own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s 
time has expired. The gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. REYES) has 1 minute re-
maining and the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GOSS) has 11⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, who has 
the right to close? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Florida has the right to close. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 
seconds to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. HARMAN), the distinguished 
ranking member. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. I strongly support his amend-
ment. I supported it in committee; I 
support it now. 

We have not had full cooperation 
from the administration. We have not 
had candid testimony from witnesses. I 
would not say that this is a petty ges-
ture. I think it is a profound gesture to 
insist that the oversight prerogative of 
our committee be respected and that 
the rule of law always apply to the in-
terrogation of prisoners.

b 2015 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, in closing 
I would like to remind our colleagues 
that Members on both sides of the aisle 
were exasperated many, many times 
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because if we did not ask the right 
question or just the exact question, we 
were not provided the information that 
was requested. 

Secondly, how many times have we 
held hearings and the day or weekend 
later we open up the newspaper and 
there is a conflicting story in there 
about information that we had been 
provided in the meeting. 

So it is about our responsibility to do 
our oversight, it is about our responsi-
bility to do this job right. I urge all 
Members to support this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time. 
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 

respond just to my good friend the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS) 
by giving you a statement that we just 
received from the Director of Central 
Intelligence. I just saw it. I read it a 
minute ago. ‘‘The damage done by inat-
tention to the clandestine service dur-
ing the first half of the 1990s cannot be 
repaired in the blink of an eye. It was 
severe.’’ 

Now, the problem is you want it both 
ways. You said it was protected. Actu-
ally, the administration did a pretty 
good job of trying to protect the ad-
ministration. It was the democrat-
ically controlled Congress that cut the 
budget as we have pointed out earlier 
in this debate. 

I will not defend or get involved in 
the Rogers amendment right now be-
cause we are talking about another 
amendment. But I will hold this up be-
cause this is why the problem exists. 
The promise was broken. 

I quote, ‘‘Now that that struggle, the 
Cold War, is over, why is it that our 
vast intelligence apparatus continues 
to grow?’’ Now, that kind of statement 
just before no votes on supporting the 
intelligence community happens to 
have been made by such distinguished 
Members of the Congress as Senator 
JOHN KERRY. That was in May of 1997 
from the RECORD. I got books full of 
that stuff. There is no doubt where the 
RECORD is. The Democratic party did 
not support the intelligence commu-
nity. 

If I said anything incorrect, I would 
be very happy to allow my colleague 
the opportunity on some other time to 
correct it, because he did not allow me 
to correct that. 

But I will say that I think that we 
have covered the point that the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) has 
asked. Is the letter that he is referring 
to is the letter that was signed only by 
minority Members? Is that the letter 
my colleague is referring to?
PREFERENTIAL MOTION OFFERED BY MR. DICKS 
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 

preferential motion. 
The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. DICKS moves that the Committee do 

now rise and report the bill back to the 
House with the recommendation that the en-
acting clause be stricken.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes in support of his preferential 
motion. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
take very strong exception to what the 
chairman of this committee, who I con-
sider to be a personal friend, said to at-
tack the Democrats in this House. And 
I was the ranking member of this com-
mittee for 4 years from 1994 to 1998. 
And we had bipartisan support for in-
telligence. And I think this is wrong to 
try to go back now and say after the 
Cold War was over, and there were 
some efforts, and it was first by the 
Bush administration, to reduce the 
money for defense. I mean, DICK CHE-
NEY was one of the biggest budget 
hawks and cutters on defense. He cut 
the B–2, he tried to get rid of the V–22, 
the F–15, F–16. One can go right down 
the list. 

Colin Powell was the chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs. They had what they 
called the base force which was one-
third less than the size of the existing 
force. And as part of this downsizing, 
the intelligence community was cut by 
10 percent. 

That was the policy of the first Bush 
administration that was inherited by 
the Clinton administration. And I must 
say during the years that I was on the 
committee under Dan Glickman as 
chairman and Larry Combest and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) as 
chairman, we were able to work on a 
bipartisan basis. And we supported in-
telligence. Now, we did not throw 
money at it. We tried to make sure 
that we invested wisely. We had to 
modernize all of our national technical 
means. But this was done on a bipar-
tisan basis. 

I am very sorry to see this break-
down this year, for the first time to see 
the partisanship enter into this. Be-
cause I do not think it is in the best in-
terest of our Congress or our national 
security, and especially at a time when 
we are in a war-time situation. But to 
attack the Democrats, I say to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS), I 
think is uncalled for. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I com-
mend his service to the Congress and to 
the other body when we were both 
staffers. And I share his heat. I was 
standing on this floor just half an hour 
ago or so saying we all got it wrong. 
Mentioning the fact that starting in 
the first Bush administration and con-
tinuing in the early part of the Clinton 
administration, unfortunately, we 
disinvested in some critical parts of 
our intelligence and defense because we 
thought the world was safer. 

And to see the chairman of this com-
mittee, my friend, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GOSS), distort the record 
on the floor of the House is really sur-
prising to me, stunning to me. I do not 
believe we on this side have done that. 
I think we have fairly shared across 
many administrations the mistakes 
that were made. 

As my colleague from Florida has 
pointed out many times, Mr. Chair-

man, what changed at 9/11 was the au-
dience. Then, finally, there was the po-
litical will to act in ways that many of 
us on a bipartisan basis thought were 
the correct ways way before 9/11. I com-
mend the gentleman from Florida for 
thinking they were correct before 9/11. 
But, sadly, four hours of debate is 
reaching a very sorry end here. 

The facts are the facts. The record 
should be accurate. And we on this side 
are trying to create an accurate record. 
And one of the things we have been 
urging is full funding of counterintel-
ligence in this budget and that coun-
terintelligence, the facts will show, is 
not fully funded.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I have to 
use the time. Again, I just want to say 
that during the time I was on the com-
mittee, we tried to do the best we could 
for the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence and the intelligence 
community, we supported it. I am very 
proud of the record that was achieved, 
was done on a bipartisan basis. I hope 
we can go back to that. 

I know it is painful when your person 
is in the White House and you have to 
defend the administration and you 
want to fend off all these investiga-
tions, I can just tell my colleague this, 
we investigated everything under the 
sun when Bill Clinton was at the White 
House because the majority party in-
sisted on it. Now, when it is their per-
son as President of the United States, 
they are not so excited about inves-
tigations and getting all this informa-
tion. But I think it is important for the 
American people that we do get the in-
formation, that we do find out about 
these detainees, and that we do get in 
information in a timely way. 

If they are going to stonewall, then 
we will have to use other tactics like a 
resolution of inquiry to get the infor-
mation from the Department of De-
fense. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member 
claim time in opposition to the mo-
tion? 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
GOSS) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I did not 
make any comment or hold up this 
quote from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
that indicates that Senator KERRY had 
doubts about intelligence to be com-
bative or confrontational or to be in-
sensitive or to in any way offend my 
colleagues on the other side. 

Obviously, people like the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS) have done 
a fabulous job over the years on a bi-
partisan basis. When he was in the ma-
jority he did that, and I am certain to 
say that. My comment is that when 
there was opposition to intelligence 
and year after year efforts to cut the 
intelligence budget, they did come 
from the Democratic side through the 
period of the 1990s. 

I have the material here. I do not 
want to bore my colleague with it or 
embarrass him with it, but vote after 
vote after vote. If he would like to see 
it, come on over. If he wants me to 
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read it into the RECORD, I will read it 
into the RECORD, however he likes. 

The fact is that all the people who 
knew about intelligence worked to-
gether to make it work. And we suc-
ceeded. And that was a good thing. We 
did not succeed well enough. 

Now, we can argue all day long and 
say because it was the Democratic 
leadership in the House or the Repub-
lican leadership in the House or so 
forth or because it was President Clin-
ton did not care or did care, however 
you are going to characterize it, we 
could debate that all day long. 

The facts are that the cutting 
amendments to intelligence came from 
the Democratic side of the aisle and 
were supported over the decade of the 
1990s by large numbers of Democrats. 
That is all I am trying to convey. 

I thank God for the Democrats who 
saw the light and supported the Intel-
ligence Community, as I do now, and I 
see no reason why we cannot continue. 
I was trying to refer, perhaps in a hur-
ried way, to the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. As I say, I am happy to share 
it. I have no bones to pick, and I am 
not trying to create any kind of a 
firestorm or throw red meat out to the 
gentleman from Washington. I do not 
think this serves any further purpose. I 
hope he accepts my explanation.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the preferential motion by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

The preferential motion was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) will be 
postponed. 

SEQUENTIAL VOTES POSTPONED IN COMMITTEE 
OF THE WHOLE 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will now 
resume on those amendments on which 
further proceedings were postponed, in 
the following order: Amendment No. 3, 
as modified, offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), 
amendment No. 4 offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON), 
amendment No. 5 offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. ROGERS), 
amendment No. 7 offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS), 
amendment No. 8 offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH), 
amendment No. 9 offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SIM-
MONS), and amendment No. 10 offered 
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
REYES). 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3, AS MODIFIED, OFFERED BY 
MR. BOEHLERT 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 

on the amendment, as modified, offered 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BOEHLERT) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 335, noes 83, 
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 291] 

AYES—335

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Bell 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (TN) 

Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 

Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Majette 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 

Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 

Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 

Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watson 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—83

Abercrombie 
Allen 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Blumenauer 
Brown (OH) 
Capps 
Capuano 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cummings 
Davis (IL) 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Doggett 
Emanuel 
Farr 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hinchey 
Honda 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jones (OH) 

Kanjorski 
Kilpatrick 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
McCollum 
McGovern 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Owens 
Pascrell 
Pastor 

Paul 
Payne 
Rahall 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Solis 
Stark 
Strickland 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—15

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Moran (VA) 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN PRO 
TEMPORE 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr. 
KLINE) (during the vote). Members are 
advised they have 2 minutes remaining 
in this vote.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
The Chair would advise Members to 
check their votes on the voting board 
to rule out a potential discrepancy be-
tween one of the voting stations and 
the board.
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Mrs. MALONEY, Messrs. NADLER, 
PASTOR, CONYERS, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mrs. CAPPS, Messrs. JACK-
SON of Illinois, ALLEN, NEAL of Mas-
sachusetts, MICHAUD, Ms. DELAURO, 
Messrs. THOMPSON of California, 
LYNCH, BROWN of Ohio, LEVIN, 
DOGGETT, TOWNS, STRICKLAND, 
DELAHUNT, LARSON of Connecticut, 
MEEHAN, INSLEE, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Mr. RUSH, Mr. WAXMAN, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Messrs. VAN HOLLEN, 
PASCRELL, Ms. SOLIS, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Messrs. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, RAHALL, EMANUEL, Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Ms. 
BERKELEY, and Messrs. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, KANJORSKI and KLECZKA 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. SANDLIN, GRAVES, and 
BAIRD changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. SAM 
JOHNSON OF TEXAS 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 366, noes 51, 
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 292] 

AYES—366

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 

Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clyburn 

Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dingell 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 

Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Regula 

Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—51

Abercrombie 
Baldwin 
Blumenauer 
Capuano 
Conyers 
Cummings 

Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Farr 
Filner 

Frank (MA) 
Grijalva 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kilpatrick 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 

McCollum 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller, George 
Nadler 
Owens 
Pastor 
Payne 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Slaughter 

Solis 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—16

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 
DeMint 

Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 
Linder 
McDermott 

Moran (VA) 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 2 minutes remain 
in this vote. 

b 2103 

Mr. PALLONE changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. ROGERS OF 

MICHIGAN 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. ROGERS) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 222, noes 195, 
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 293] 

AYES—222

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 

Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 

Forbes 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
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Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 

Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—195

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Case 
Chandler 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 

Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Frost 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 

Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 

Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 

Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—16

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 
DeMint 

Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 
Kolbe 
McDermott 

Moran (VA) 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 2 minutes remain 
in this vote. 

b 2110 

Mr. WEXLER changed his vote from 
‘‘aye to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
Stated against:
Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, on 

rollcall No. 293, I was unavoidably detained off 
the Hill. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. SHAYS 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 419, noes 0, 
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 294] 

AYES—419

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 

Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 

Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 

Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
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Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 

Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 

Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—14

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised 2 minutes remain 
in this vote. 

b 2116 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 343, noes 76, 
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 295] 

AYES—343

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Bartlett (MD) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bono 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 

Camp 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 

Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 

Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shays 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—76

Aderholt 
Akin 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 

Burgess 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Collins 
Culberson 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Everett 
Feeney 
Flake 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 

Granger 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Kelly 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Lewis (KY) 

Lucas (OK) 
McCrery 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Neugebauer 
Oxley 
Petri 

Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rogers (AL) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherwood 

Souder 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Thornberry 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—14

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised that 2 minutes re-
main in this vote. 

b 2123 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. SIMMONS 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SIM-
MONS) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 417, noes 1, 
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 296] 

AYES—417

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 

Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 

Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
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Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 

Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 

Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 

Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

Young (FL) 

NOES—1

Abercrombie 

NOT VOTING—15

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Terry 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 
Members are advised that 2 minutes re-
main in this vote. 

b 2130 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. REYES 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has 
been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 149, noes 270, 
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 297] 

AYES—149

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Brady (PA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Green (TX) 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kaptur 
Kilpatrick 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 

Millender-
McDonald 

Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moran (VA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Otter 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Rahall 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 
Solis 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 

Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 

Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOES—270

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 

Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 

Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Oxley 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
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Whitfield 
Wicker 

Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—14

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin 
Weiner

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN 
The CHAIRMAN (during the vote). 

Members are advised 2 minutes remain 
in this vote. 

b 2137 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
The CHAIRMAN. There being no 

other amendments, the question is on 
the committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute, as amended. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 4548) to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2005 for intelligence and 
intelligence-related activities of the 
United States Government, the Com-
munity Management Account, and the 
Central Intelligence Agency Retire-
ment and Disability System, and for 
other purposes, pursuant to House Res-
olution 686, he reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute 
adopted by the committee of the 
whole? 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a revote on the SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a sep-
arate vote demanded on any other 
amendment?

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 

Speaker, I have a parliamentary in-
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, even though our soldiers have 
been indicted and the President has re-
leased all his records, I would like to 
know if we can compare the votes of 
those who voted for against those who 
voted against. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will suspend. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON). 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, even though the President 
has released all his records, I would 
like to ask, would we be able to com-
pare the votes of those who voted for 
and those who vote against now? 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Point 

of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair could not hear due to another in-
quiry being made from the Chair’s 
right. The gentleman from Texas may 
state a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, can we take a look and com-
pare the votes of those who voted for 
the amendment the first time against 
those who voted for the amendment 
the second time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers may take their own cognizance of 
such matters. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. FRANK) is recognized on his point 
of order. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw the point of order, 
because the point of order no longer 
lies, the phraseology having been with-
drawn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will redesignate the amendment 
on which a separate vote has been de-
manded. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment:
At the end of title III (page 11, after line 8), 

insert the following new section: 
SEC. 304. SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT THE APPRE-

HENSION, DETENTION, AND INTER-
ROGATION OF TERRORISTS ARE 
FUNDAMENTAL TO THE SUCCESS-
FUL PROSECUTION OF THE GLOBAL 
WAR ON TERROR. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Throughout the 1980s and 1990s, the peo-
ple of the United States were too often bru-
talized again and again by deadly terrorist 
violence, as evidenced by the hundreds of 
American deaths in the Beirut and Lockerbie 
bombings, the attack on the World Trade 
Center in 1993, the destruction of the Khobar 
Towers military barracks, the bombing of 
the American embassies in Kenya and Tan-
zania, and the vicious attacks on the USS 
Cole in 2000. 

(2) The terrorist violence targeted against 
the United States became more emboldened 
after each attack, culminating in the deadly 
attacks on the World Trade Center and the 
Pentagon on September 11, 2001, which killed 
thousands of innocent Americans, including 
innocent women and children. 

(3) Since September 11, 2001, the citizens of 
the United States have remained the priority 
target of terrorist violence, with journalists 
and employees of non-governmental organi-
zations being held hostage, tortured, and de-
capitated in the name of terror. 

(4) Congress has authorized the President 
to use all necessary and appropriate means 
to defeat terrorism; and on numerous occa-
sions since September 11, 2001, and through-
out the Global War on Terror, the interroga-
tion of detainees has yielded valuable intel-
ligence that has saved the lives of American 
military personnel and American citizens at 
home and abroad. 

(5) The interrogation of detainees has also 
provided highly valuable insights into the 
structure of terrorist organizations, their 
target selection process, and the identities of 
key operational and logistical personnel that 
were previously unknown to the Intelligence 
Community. 

(6) The lawful interrogation of detainees is 
consistent with the United States Constitu-
tion. 

(7) The abuses against detainees docu-
mented at Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq were de-
plorable aberrations that were not part of 
United States policy and were not in keeping 
with the finest traditions of the United 
States military and the honorable men and 
women who serve. 

(8) The loss of interrogation-derived infor-
mation would have a disastrous effect on the 
Nation’s intelligence collection and 
counterterrorism efforts and would con-
stitute a damaging reversal in the Global 
War on Terror during this critical time. 

(9) The apprehension, detention, and inter-
rogation of terrorists are essential elements 
to successfully waging the Global War on 
Terror. 

(10) The interrogation of detainees can and 
should continue by the United States within 
the bounds of the United States Constitution 
and the laws of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the apprehension, detention, 
and interrogation of terrorists are funda-
mental to the successful prosecution of the 
Global War on Terror.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON). 
Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent to make 
this a 5-minute vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair cannot entertain that request. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 304, noes 116, 
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 298] 

AYES—304

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Bell 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 

Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 

Cooper 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
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Etheridge 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 

LaHood 
Lampson 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 

Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—116

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Blumenauer 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Costello 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Doyle 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 

Kaptur 
Kilpatrick 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Millender-

McDonald 

Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Owens 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Rahall 
Rodriguez 

Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Slaughter 
Solis 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tauscher 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Woolsey 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—14

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Fossella 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 

Israel 
McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

ISAKSON) (during the vote). Members 
are advised there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 2157 

Mr. NEY changed his vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute, as 
amended. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. 
PETERSON OF MINNESOTA 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. I am, 
in its present form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. Peterson of Minnesota moves to re-

commit the bill H.R. 4548 to the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence with in-
structions to report the same back to the 
House forthwith with the following amend-
ment:

At the end of title I (page 8, after line 4), 
insert the following new section:
SEC. 105. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZATION OF AP-

PROPRIATIONS TO FULLY FUND THE 
NATIONAL FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) INCREASE.—The amounts authorized to 
be appropriated under section 101 for the 
conduct of the intelligence and intelligence-
related activities of the elements listed in 
such section for the Contingency Emergency 
Reserve, as specified in the classified Sched-
ule of Authorizations referred to in section 
102, are increased 100 percent, and such clas-
sified Schedule of Authorizations is modified 
accordingly. 

(b) USE FOR COUNTERTERRORISM ACTIVITIES 
OF THE INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY.—Amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the increase in au-

thorization of appropriations under sub-
section (a) may only be used for 
counterterrorism activities of the intel-
ligence community.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. HAR-
MAN), the ranking member of the com-
mittee. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague for yielding me this time. 

I want to explain to this House my 
request for a re-vote on the Johnson of 
Texas amendment. Like the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON), I be-
lieve that interrogations within the 
rule of law are essential to protect 
American lives. However, clause 7 of 
his amendment, upon rereading, I 
think was a bit difficult for many of us. 
It says, ‘‘the abuses were not part of 
United States policy,’’ and I think that 
statement is premature until we review 
all of the documents and get additional 
testimony on the matter. That is why 
I requested another vote. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

The motion to recommit includes the 
100 percent funding for counter-
terrorism that we have talked about on 
this floor probably more than some of 
my colleagues want to hear about. But 
we are very concerned about this, and 
we are offering that again in this mo-
tion to recommit. 

I want everybody to be clear what is 
happening here. We kind of put the 
cart before the horse. Yesterday we 
passed the Defense appropriation bill, 
which had the money in it for these 
items. Today we are doing the author-
ization. This is not the way we should 
be doing things. We have the cart be-
fore the horse, if you will. 

One of the reasons that we are doing 
this on this side is because we were not 
really in the loop on these negotiations 
that took place where they made the 
deal between the different committees 
to come up with these amounts. The 
staff was involved in some of the dis-
cussions, but the members were not. 
We did not get the final thing until 
about a day before the markup, and 
during this process, our staff had told 
the other side that we wanted 100 per-
cent funding for counterterrorism, and 
it was not in the bill, so we offered this 
amendment.

b 2200 

And that is the spirit of what we are 
trying to accomplish here. And folks 
need to understand that the agencies 
have come in and asked us for a certain 
amount of money for counterterrorism. 
And what is in this bill is about one-
third of what was asked for. 

Now, to go through the list, for ex-
ample, there is only 5 percent in this 
bill for the NRO, 19 percent for NSA, 26 
percent for NGA, and 35 percent for the 
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CIA. So they put the most money into 
the CIA, but in this bill, it is 11.1 per-
cent less money in 2005 for the CIA 
than it was in 2004. So that is what is 
in this bill. 

Now, obviously, everybody is going 
to know we are going to have a supple-
mental to try to plus that up. But the 
problem is that these agencies only 
have the money for the first 3 or 4 
months, and we are not going to get 
that supplemental done until later. 
And there is going to be a gap. And 
that is a problem. Because the folks in 
the country expect us to be focused on 
terrorism, to put our emphasis on 
counterterrorism. And we do not think 
this bill gets us to where it needs to be. 

We do not want to be in this position. 
We try to work these things out. But, 
frankly, we did not have the oppor-
tunity to work it out the way it hap-
pened through the committee process. 
So we are here this evening, asking 
your support to fund what the agencies 
say they need so we have 100 percent of 
the money available for counter-
terrorism to do what needs to be done 
to protect the people of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. BOSWELL) 
who has worked with me on this 
amendment. 

(Mr. BOSWELL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BOSWELL. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been an interesting process. I look over 
there at people I have a lot of con-
fidence in, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. LAHOOD) and the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) and many 
others, and the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. GOSS). There are things that we 
have said that we really have wanted 
to do over this process was to plus up 
the money for counterterrorism, sim-
ple as that. 

I say to the chairman, I really 
thought that would go. I realize he did 
not have a lot of warning, but I did not 
think it took a lot to do. When we went 
to the Committee on Rules yesterday, 
and we made our presentation there, I 
said clearly, and the ranking member 
agreed, I did not care who got the name 
on this thing. It did not make any dif-
ference. If the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules wanted it, we did not 
care. But we thought for the good of 
the country we needed to plus-up the 
counterterrorism. 

Because the threat is out there. We 
are told about it all the time. We think 
about three major events that are com-
ing up. And I even shared a little bit 
with one of my grandchildren what I 
would do if they wanted to go to one of 
those. 

Now, the country is in peril. We got 
a lot going for us, I do not need to start 
that argument, but all we wanted to do 
was to plus-up counterterrorism and 
make it more viable and make it hap-
pen for the safety of this country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GOSS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I hope not to 
use all my time. It is late. We have had 
a long day. We have a heavy legislative 
day tomorrow. I simply want to give 
Members my side of this, the commit-
tee’s side of this. 

We have debated extensively. I guess 
I will start from the point that we have 
complaints from the other side of the 
aisle that we are not spending enough 
money in intelligence for the war on 
terrorism is a declaration of success 
that we have succeeded in getting the 
message across that we have a war on 
terrorism that we need it to fund and 
intelligence is important. 

Because last year we lost a lot of 
Democrats on the authorization bill. 
And this year I hope we do not lose 
any. Because I can tell my colleagues 
about this bill. I rise in opposition to 
the motion to recommit because the 
bill takes care of our needs. We do pro-
vide for the funding for the war on ter-
rorism. It exceeds the President’s Feb-
ruary request by 16 percent. It exceeds 
by hundreds of millions, I cannot tell 
Members the exact number, but hun-
dreds of millions. It is a lot of money. 

The intelligence appropriation for 
2004, 2004 does not end until October. 
Even when you include in the 2004 the 
supplemental, it is still more. This bill 
has been coordinated with the House 
Committee on Armed Services. We 
have had testimony to that effect 
today from the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), the chairman, the 
House Committee on Appropriations; 
we have had testimony today from the 
gentleman from California (Chairman 
Lewis) and from the gentleman from 
Florida (Chairman YOUNG) of the full 
committee. Their bills had bipartisan 
support. And, as we all know, the bill 
of the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LEWIS) passed yesterday with strong bi-
partisan support. 

This bill authorizes more funds than 
the defense appropriations bill, which 
was voted on yesterday, but not many 
more. So there is not a bunch of hollow 
dollars in it. There are a few. But I will 
say that if you voted yesterday for the 
appropriation, there is no excuse not to 
vote for the authorization today. 

Now, when I came out here today, I 
was a little concerned that my biggest 
problem was going to be selling to 
some of my colleagues that this is the 
largest intelligence authorization in 
history. It is the largest intelligence 
authorization in history. It is sup-
ported by the administration as the 
right bill, it is coordinated properly. 
We are prepared to do business with 
the Senate, which has passed their bill 
on a unanimous bipartisan vote. I 
think we have done our job well. And I 
hope that our colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle can see that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the distin-
guished Speaker of the House. 

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, I know 
the gentleman from Florida has made 
his case. And before we go to vote on 
this and then into final passage of this 
bill, I just wanted to salute the gen-

tleman from Florida. He has many 
great years of service as chairman of 
this committee. 

This is the last intelligence author-
ization that the gentleman from Flor-
ida will handle. He is retiring at the 
end of this year. We salute him as a 
great Member of this body and a great 
patriot. We thank him for his service. 

Mr. GOSS. I thank the Speaker. 
I am sufficiently embarrassed to say 

I very much appreciate that and I am 
going to sit down. I hope that the ap-
plause on the other side of the aisle 
was for the right reason. And I thank 
my colleagues, and I urge support of 
the bill and oppose the motion to re-
commit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion 
to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of final passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 197, nays 
224, not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 299] 

YEAS—197

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Case 
Chandler 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 

Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Frost 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 

Kind 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
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Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 

Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—224

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fossella 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 

Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 

Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—13

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISAKSON) (during the vote). Members 
are advised there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 360, noes 61, 
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 300] 

AYES—360

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (OK) 
Carter 
Case 

Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 

Jones (NC) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Lynch 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender-

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 

Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schiff 

Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—61

Abercrombie 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Blumenauer 
Capps 
Capuano 
Conyers 
Davis (IL) 
DeLauro 
Duncan 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Holt 
Honda 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jones (OH) 
Kilpatrick 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren 
Markey 
Matsui 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Napolitano 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Otter 
Pallone 
Pastor 

Paul 
Payne 
Reyes 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Schakowsky 
Serrano 
Slaughter 
Solis 
Stark 
Tauscher 
Thompson (CA) 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—13

Bereuter 
Berman 
Buyer 
Carson (IN) 
Clay 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Gephardt 
Hastings (FL) 
Israel 

McDermott 
Rangel 
Tauzin

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

ISAKSON) (during the vote). There are 2 
minutes remaining in this vote. 
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas and Mr. 
MARKEY changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table.

f 

A FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate 
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed a 
bill of the following title in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. 2507. An act to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act and the 
Child Nutrition Act of 1966 to provide chil-
dren with increased access to food and nutri-
tion assistance, to simplify program oper-
ations and improve program management, to 
reauthorize child nutrition programs, and for 
other purposes.

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3800 AND 
H.R. 4107 

Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I am currently a cosponsor of H.R. 
3800 and H.R. 4107. I ask unanimous 
consent to be removed as a cosponsor 
of these bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

f 

AUTHORIZING CLERK TO MAKE 
CHANGES IN ENGROSSMENT OF 
H.R. 4548, INTELLIGENCE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2005 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that in the engrossment 
of the bill, H.R. 4548, just passed, that 
the Clerk be authorized to make such 
technical and conforming changes as 
necessary to reflect the actions of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

f 

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME 
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE RES-
OLUTION 691, REGARDING TURN-
ING OVER CONTROL OF IRAQ 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it shall be in 
order at any time to consider House 
Resolution 691 in the House; 

the resolution shall be considered as 
read for amendment; 

the resolution shall be debatable for 
one hour equally divided and controlled 
by the majority leader and the minor-
ity leader or their designees; and 

the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the resolution to 
final adoption without intervening mo-

tion or demand for division of the ques-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

GERLACH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

f 

STATEMENT OF SMART SECURITY 
AND INTELLIGENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, there 
are few images more glamorous in our 
popular culture than that of the debo-
nair spy. There is a reason that James 
Bond movies have been audience favor-
ites for more than 40 years. But this is 
one case where art does not even come 
close to imitating life. 

There is nothing romantic about the 
state of America’s intelligence. It is a 
tired, rusty, bureaucratic, multi-head-
ed beast that is letting down the Amer-
ican people. Fifteen different Federal 
Government agencies are a part of our 
intelligence apparatus, and that does 
not even include the ad hoc intel-
ligence team the administration gath-
ered to advance its phantom case that 
Saddam Hussein had weapons of mass 
destruction. 

Fifteen agencies. That is 15 chains of 
command, 15 unique institutional cul-
tures, 15 fiefdoms. It is a recipe for dis-
aster, for turf battles, and ego clashes 
which stand in the way of the most 
critical work imaginable: Keeping the 
American people safe. 

According to Bob Woodward’s book, 
former CIA Director George Tenet told 
the President that he had a ‘‘slam 
dunk’’ case for war. In reality, Tenet 
could not get the different players on 
his own team to pass the ball to one 
another. 

Here is what I want to know: If orga-
nizing the hodgepodge Department of 
Homeland Security was so important 
that people were called unpatriotic for 
opposing it, then why is it not just as 
urgent to unite U.S. intelligence under 
a single umbrella? 

Earlier this week, the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence consid-
ered H.R. 4104 introduced by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HARMAN), 
which would have restructured the in-
telligence community. This bill would 
have coordinated the 15 intelligence 
agencies, making them accountable to 
a single Director of National Intel-
ligence. The bill further integrates the 
agencies by promoting information 
sharing and creating incentives for co-
operation between them. But the Re-
publicans on the committee shot this 
bill down. 

In the same meeting, the majority 
rejected an amendment to fully fund 
counterterrorism intelligence, instead 
providing only 25 percent of the addi-
tional funds that are needed. It is ap-
palling that many of the same folks 
who were vigilant about keeping a 
tight lid on intelligence information 
have offered nothing more than a shrug 
at the news that Ahmad Chalabi re-
vealed to the Iranians that he had 
intercepted their secret communica-
tion codes. It is unthinkable to me that 
on the heels of some of the most colos-
sal and embarrassing intelligence fail-
ures in American history, the majority 
is eager to stick with the status quo. 

This is a situation that is crying out 
for reform. We failed to connect the 
dots that might have enabled us to 
intercept the 9/11 plot. Our Iraqi intel-
ligence in the run-up to the war was 
based on mistakes, at best; outright de-
ception, at worst. The administration 
wants to rewrite the Constitution to 
say who can marry whom, to give tax 
breaks to the Americans who need 
them the least, to read our e-mail and 
examine our library-borrowing habits, 
neither of which has anything to do 
with detaining terrorists, but when 
faced with a genuine problem, like the 
state of American intelligence, one 
that truly endangers the American 
people, they do not have the will to 
act. 

Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to act. I 
have introduced H. Con. Res. 392, to 
create a SMART security platform for 
the 21st century. SMART stands for 
Sensible Multilateral American Re-
sponse to Terrorism. SMART security 
treats war as an absolute last resort. It 
fights terrorism with stronger intel-
ligence and multilateral partnerships. 
It aggressively invests in the develop-
ment of impoverished nations. It con-
trols the spread of weapons of mass de-
struction with a renewed commitment 
to nonproliferation. And to meet every 
one of its goals, SMART security will 
rely on a robust, efficient, integrated 
intelligence community. 

Until we get serious about over-
hauling U.S. intelligence, I fear that 
that very term, U.S. intelligence, may 
become an oxymoron.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. CHOCOLA) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CHOCOLA addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DOGGETT addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f 

REMEMBERING PRIVATE FIRST 
CLASS GEORGE D. TORRES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is recognized 
for 5 minutes.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. Speaker, 
today I rise to honor and pay tribute to all of 
the brave men and women across the nation 
who have given their lives in defense of the 
freedoms we enjoy every single day, and all 
who leave behind families who miss their sons 
and daughters. 

I’d like to speak specifically about the life of 
one of my constituents, Private First Class 
George D. Torres, who was recently killed in 
combat in Iraq. 

Private Torres was assigned to the 1st Bat-
talion, 5th Marine Regiment, 1st Marine Divi-
sion, I Marine Expeditionary Force at Camp 
Pendleton. He was only 23 years old at the 
time of his death, and was killed in Al Anbar 
Province, Iraq due to enemy fire. 

Mr. Speaker, the fifth of sixth children, Pri-
vate First Class Torres joined the Corps in 
march of last year, and had just been over-
seas a month before his death. 

As our soldiers, who removed Saddam Hus-
sein from power, aim to protect the peace 
while a transitional democratic government run 
by the people of Iraq is being established, our 
troops are in a very dangerous situation. 

Mr. Speaker, George was aware of the re-
alities of military service, but always wanted to 
join the Marines, and ‘‘was very proud’’ after 
he returned to school and earned the high 
school diploma he needed to enlist, telling his 
sister that if he had to go serve in Iraq, then 
he’d go. 

A Dodger’s fan, he was known for his out-
going personality and in the words of his 
girlfriend, ‘‘was the best person in this world.’’

A memorial Web site set up for George 
Torres has received numerous emails, which 
is a testament to the strong relationships 
George built during his all-too-short lifetime. 

His loving family, sisters Oralia Cisnernos, 
Olga and Evelyn Torres, brothers Fernando 
Torres Jr. and Francisco Torres, and his par-
ents, Fernando and Genoveda Torres, survive 
Torres. 

I would like to extend my condolences to 
the family and friends of Private First Class 
Torres, and my thoughts and prayers are with 
his family during this difficult time. George’s 
valiant service to his country will be greatly re-
membered. 

We owe him a great deal of gratitude for his 
service to a country he loved.

f 

KERRY ATTACKS ON BUSH 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
RECORD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I chair the Subcommittee on Re-
search on the Committee on Science, 
and I am very concerned that science 
and technology should not be in the 
partisan politic arena for this election 
in November. 

At a speech in Denver on Monday, 
JOHN KERRY kicked off a week of cam-
paign politics focused on science and 
technology policy. He attacked Presi-
dent Bush for putting politics over 
science and promised to reinvigorate 
American innovation. As chairman of 
the House Subcommittee on Research, 
and a long-time advocate of expanded 
support for science and technology, I 
suggest Mr. KERRY is putting politics 
before science. 

In the strongest possible way, I urge 
this issue must remain bipartisan. 
Even in today’s highly charged polit-
ical environment, I am disappointed 
that Senator KERRY has chosen to po-
liticize science, and I feel compelled to 
respond to his misleading and actually 
sometimes false statements and at-
tacks on this administration. 

Senator KERRY’s fact sheet promises 
to support scientific research based on 
facts, not ideology, and I respectfully 
suggest that a good place for the Sen-
ator to start would be to minimize the 
distortion of facts and ideological rhet-
oric that are so prevalent in his very 
own press releases on this subject. 

A quick review of the Senator’s re-
cent press release on science and tech-
nology and its accompanying letter of 
endorsement, signed by some Nobel 
prize winning scientists, reveals sev-
eral distortions and factual errors that 
should be brought to light. They in-
clude: Failure to disclose backgrounds 
of Democrat party activism by these 
scientists. 

The KERRY campaign touted the en-
dorsement of 48 scientists, as if they 
were speaking on behalf of the welfare 
of science and discovery itself. But, in 
fact, it is clear these scientists are, col-
lectively, also very passionate liberal 
ideologues with an extensive record of 
support for the Democratic party. 

Twenty-two of Senator KERRY’s 
Nobel endorsers show up on the Federal 
Election Commission, the FEC Web 
site, as having donated $25,000 to 
Democrats for every $1,000 donated to 
Republicans. To repeat: $25,000 to the 
Democrats for every $1,000 to Repub-

licans. Obviously, some bias for the 
Democrats. 

The lead organizers of the letter, 
Burton Richter, Harold Varmus, and 
Mario Molina, announced their support 
for KERRY in a conference call as 
though they were nonpartisan objec-
tive observers that had no choice but 
to reluctantly support KERRY’s cam-
paign.
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But by way of their public record of 
financial support for Democratic can-
didates, Richter, Varmus and Molina 
have consistently used their names 
outside of science, donating $13,950 to 
Democrats such as Wesley Clark, Al 
Gore, BARBARA BOXER and Bill Bradley. 

If Senator KERRY wants to limit the 
exploitation of science for political 
gain, he should start by fully disclosing 
the history of political contributions 
by his prize-winning supporters, most 
of whom have had their research sup-
ported from government funds. 

One of Mr. KERRY’s false claims: The 
KERRY campaign ‘‘fact sheet’’ begins 
by stating that, ‘‘George W. Bush has 
led one of the most antiscience admin-
istrations in our Nation’s history,’’ and 
goes on to claim that the President 
‘‘has proposed cutting research and de-
velopment in most nondefense research 
programs through fiscal year 2009.’’ 

This projection is in fact not a Bush 
administration proposal but, rather, a 
particular result of the AAAS, the 
American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science, that is based on 
multiyear revenue and spending projec-
tions, combined with the administra-
tion’s goal to halve the deficit in five 
years. In short, it is not correct. 

Let me report the assumptions that 
were made in reality, and what is 
grounded in reality is in the Bush ad-
ministration and this Congress, there 
has been a stellar record of support for 
science and technology funding. By al-
most every measure, funding for 
science and technology under President 
Bush’s watch has increased dramati-
cally. 

Since the President took office in 
2001, Federal support for R&D has in-
creased by 37 percent after adjusting 
for inflation, growing from $78 billion 
to $107 billion in constant 2000 dollars.

By comparison, Federal support for R&D ac-
tually decreased 4 percent in President Clin-
ton’s first term, going from $77.4 billion in 
1993 to $74.4 billion the last year of Clinton’s 
term (source: FY 2005 budget, historical ta-
bles). 

False Claim of America’s Scientific Demise. 
The title of Senator KERRY’s press release, 
‘‘Kerry Pledges to Once Again Make America 
the Leader in Science,’’ is emblematic of the 
pessimistic approach to America he has taken 
with his campaign. If JOHN KERRY doesn’t 
think America is the world leader in science 
and technology, what country does he think is 
better? 

The truth is, by every measure, the United 
States is far and away the 800-pound gorilla 
when it comes to science and technology. The 
challenge is keeping it there and not letting it 
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disrupt bipartisan support with a bunch of po-
litical cheap shots. The U.S. spends nearly 
three times as much on R&D as the second-
place country, Japan. And more money is 
spent on R&D activities in the U.S. each year 
than the rest of the G–7 countries (Canada, 
France, Germany, Italy, Japan, and the United 
Kingdom) combined. The United States also 
holds strong leads in specific sectors. For ex-
ample, the U.S. produces 32 percent of the 
entire world output in high-technology prod-
ucts. Technology products also account for a 
very large share of U.S. exports, thereby mak-
ing a positive contribution to our overall trade 
balance (source: National Science Board 
Science and Engineering Indicators, 2004). 

A Record To Run From. Finally, Senator 
KERRY likes to attack President Bush for ‘‘not 
having a record to run on.’’ But while the 
President indeed does have a strong science 
and technology record, it is worthwhile for us 
to examine Senator KERRY’s record on 
science and technology as a member of the 
Senate for the past two decades. A review of 
floor statements posted on Senator KERRY’s 
web site show that, over the past 4 years, he’s 
only mentioned science four times in floor 
statements. Further, even though Senator 
KERRY is a member of the influential Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation Com-
mittee, he has not introduced any legislation 
during this Congress on science and tech-
nology issues. Science, research, and innova-
tion are vital to our country’s future. Senator 
KERRY hasn’t shown leadership on science 
and technology during his two decades in the 
Senate. Now he is dividing what has been bi-
partisan support for science and technology. 
Mr. KERRY, it is not good for science and it is 
not good for our country’s future.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

GERLACH). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.)

f 

CONGRATULATING DR. MELVIN 
STEELY ON HIS RETIREMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
I want to acknowledge the retirement 
of Dr. Mel Steely, a history professor 
and former colleague of then Professor 
Newt Gingrich. Dr. Steely is ending a 
40-year career as a professor at the 
State University of West Georgia. 

Born during Roosevelt’s America 
May 9, 1939, Melvin Thomas Steely 
grew up in Cedartown, Georgia. With 
an interest in history, Dr. Steely as-
pired to teach, attaining both a mas-
ter’s and doctorate degree in history 
from Vanderbilt University. He taught 
at Lambuth College in Jackson, Ten-
nessee before moving to West Georgia 
College to teach Modern European His-
tory in 1964. 

Dr. Steely was the kind of a professor 
who would have no part of grade infla-

tion, and a grade of ‘‘A’’ in his class-
room was well-earned. Despite how 
much he may have cherished the stu-
dent, there was no fast track to success 
in his courses. Much like life, he be-
lieved you have to work and learn in 
order to achieve success. 

Although he was a member of many 
professional organizations, Dr. Steely’s 
contributions as President and lobbyist 
for the American Association of Uni-
versity Professors earned him both the 
Sumberg and the State Akin awards. 
He has worked in political campaigns 
for both parties. He has served as the 
faculty adviser to the West Georgia 
College Republicans for 24 years and 
continues to this day to serve as 
Speaker Newt Gingrich’s biographer 
and curator. 

Along with the many students he in-
fluenced over a 40-year teaching career, 
Dr. Steely’s most significant accom-
plishment and legacy will be as the di-
rector of Georgia’s Political Heritage 
Program. In 1985 he started an audio/
video collection of famous Georgia po-
litical leaders in an effort to preserve 
our State’s political heritage. Mod-
erated by West Georgia history profes-
sors, the collection includes rare inter-
views with former governors, lieuten-
ant governors, United States Senators 
and Members of the United States 
House of Representatives. 

The political heritage archive also 
collects the political papers of Speaker 
Newt Gingrich and House interviews 
with all but two former Georgia gov-
ernors since World War II. 

Other significant individuals fea-
tured in this collection include Gov-
ernor Jimmy Carter, Governor Lester 
Maddox, Governor and current United 
States Senator ZELL MILLER, United 
States Senator Herman Talmadge and 
Ambassador Andrew Young. 

Beyond politics and history, Dr. 
Steely is involved in numerous civic 
organizations, including the Moose and 
Elks clubs, the Kiwanis Club, the Boy 
Scouts, the Methodist Church and Gov-
ernor Sonny Perdue’s Civil War Com-
mission. With his wife, two daughters 
and five grandchildren, Dr. Steely 
should have no problem keeping busy 
outside of his continued involvement 
with the West Georgia Political Herit-
age Program. 

On behalf of the constituents of Geor-
gia’s 11th Congressional District, I ap-
preciate Dr. Steely’s service to our 
community and his help in preserving 
Georgia’s history. I wish him well, and 
may he find many new adventures in 
his retirement.

f 

CARING FOR OUR VETERANS AND 
THEIR FAMILIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MICHAUD) is recognized for half 
the time until midnight as the designee 
of the minority leader. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, we are 
here this evening to discuss an issue 

that I believe should be one of the 
highest priorities in the budget, one of 
the highest priorities for Members of 
Congress and one of the highest prior-
ities for our government. We are here 
this evening to discuss caring for our 
veterans and their families. We are 
here on the floor to show them the re-
spect they deserve. 

Since the beginning of our Nation’s 
history, our veterans have answered 
the call to duty with dignity, with 
courage and with great honor. These 
brave men and women have never 
flinched in the face of danger and as we 
speak on the floor this evening, a new 
generation of veterans is being made in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. Like all Mem-
bers of this body, I pray for their safety 
and hope that they may return home to 
their loved ones as soon as possible. 
Like the veterans before them, these 
brave men and women deserve our re-
spect, our gratitude and our care, not 
just while they are in harm’s way but 
also when they come home and take off 
the uniform. There are so many issues 
facing our veterans community now 
that we must address so that the VA 
can care for the needs of our newest 
generation of heroes. I believe we must 
encourage all veterans to enroll within 
the VA so they can fully understand 
the need within our communities. 
There is a program in my home State 
of Maine called Operation I Served 
which is working to identify and enroll 
as many veterans as it can. I believe 
this is a noble effort and one that I 
fully support. I personally ask all vet-
erans to enroll in the programs. 

Mr. Speaker, one of my greatest con-
cerns when I came to Washington was 
to give over 150,000 veterans in my 
State a stronger voice on the issues 
that are important to them. I have 
been honored with being ranking mem-
ber on the House veterans benefits sub-
committee. During my time on the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, I have 
learned a great deal from the full com-
mittee ranking member the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) and from the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH), the chairman. The bipartisan 
effort of our committee has resulted in 
the passage of good legislation, includ-
ing improved veterans education bene-
fits, the enhanced self-employment op-
portunities and improvement in home 
loans and adapted housing benefits. 
The housing veterans’ affairs com-
mittee has achieved a great deal for 
veterans because of the bipartisan spir-
it with which it pursues issues impor-
tant to veterans and their families. Un-
fortunately, that bipartisan desire to 
care for veterans does not reach into 
the administration’s budget request. 
Veterans in this country are all too 
aware of the growing mismatch be-
tween the demands for veterans serv-
ices and the funding allocation to sup-
ply these services. Some would have us 
address this issue of mismatch by de-
creasing the demand for VA services by 
limiting access to certain veterans or 
by increasing copayments to those vet-
erans. I believe this is absolutely the 
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wrong policy to pursue. If we truly 
value the sacrifice our veterans have 
made for this country, we will work to 
ensure that all veterans have access to 
high quality care. We must make car-
ing for our veterans a priority, not 
only in words but also in our budgets 
and we should give the VA the manda-
tory funding that it needs to take care 
of our veterans. 

I look forward to discussing this 
issue further this evening with my col-
leagues here. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. It is great to be 
here with the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MICHAUD), the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. RYAN) and the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. ALLEN). The fact is 
that we are here because we are con-
cerned about veterans and the fact that 
this administration is woefully under-
funding VA health care. The truth is 
that since President Bush came to of-
fice, he has sent to this Congress budg-
ets which ask for greatly increased 
costs to our veterans. The President 
has asked that the cost of a prescrip-
tion drug be increased from $7 a pre-
scription to $15 a prescription. The 
President has asked in his budget that 
a $250 annual user fee be imposed upon 
our veterans. The President has asked 
that the cost of a clinic visit be in-
creased. And the President through his 
administration has created a new cat-
egory of veterans which they call pri-
ority group 8. These are veterans who 
are told that they can no longer par-
ticipate in VA health care. These peo-
ple can be combat decorated veterans 
and still be told by this administration 
that they cannot participate in VA 
health care. 

What the President has already done 
is harmful enough to veterans, but just 
recently a memo surfaced from this ad-
ministration from the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. It outlines what 
the President will likely do if he is re-
elected when it comes time to create 
the budget for 2006. In that memo, we 
find out that the Bush administration 
plans to cut about $900 million out of 
VA health care funding in the 2006 
budget. The reason that is so bad is be-
cause we are already underfunding VA 
health care. We are already imposing 
additional costs on our veterans. Vet-
erans are waiting months just to see 
their doctor for the first time in many 
cases and in many places around this 
country. Yet the President wants to 
fund VA health care at an even lower 
level for the 2006 budget period. What 
would that mean in Ohio? Ohio is a big 
State. We have 1,069,132 veterans in 
Ohio. These are men and women who 
have served the country with great 
honor. If the President’s proposed cut 
were to happen, that would result in a 
cut of $36 million beneath the current 
levels of funding just for the State of 
Ohio alone. We cannot let that happen. 
That is why I think it is important 
that we meet as we are meeting here 
on the floor of the House tonight to 
discuss this issue, to inform not only 

our colleagues but to inform the Amer-
ican people and especially America’s 
veterans as to what is being planned by 
this administration. 

Mr. MICHAUD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it is 
an honor to be here with the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. ALLEN) and 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD). Maybe we can get a two-on-
two basketball game going here, the 
Ohio guys against the Maine guys. I 
just want to say what an honor it is 
and how terrific it is I think that the 
gentleman from Maine became the 
ranking member on a subcommittee in 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs in 
his freshman year. I think that speaks 
volumes of how he has been approach-
ing the issues and how important it is 
to him. But the one issue I wanted to 
just touch base on for a few minutes, 
and I know it is getting late and our 
time is limited, about the mandatory 
funding. We have an opportunity to 
make sure that our veterans are funded 
every single year through the manda-
tory funding provisions that we want 
to implement. Right now it is discre-
tionary funding, it is up to the whims 
of Congress on whether or not our vet-
erans should get their health care. The 
request from the Secretary of the VA is 
completely underfunding the needs. 

Everyone keeps saying, ‘‘Well, we’re 
spending more on veterans now than 
we ever have. We are spending more. 
We have increased by X percent over 
the last few years.’’ And the one point 
that continues to get ignored is that 
we have thousands of more veterans 
entering into the system. So although 
there is an increase, if you increase it 
by 5 percent and the numbers of vet-
erans coming in increases by 10, 15 or 
20 percent, then the money you have in 
the pot is not big enough to handle the 
needs for our veterans.
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And what has happened under the 
current system, under the discre-
tionary funding system, is that we 
have failed to keep pace with the med-
ical inflation; we are rationing care to 
our veterans; we are denying services 
to some, as the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. STRICKLAND) said; we are fore-
going a lot of the modernization tech-
niques and investments. 

And the one point that I really want-
ed to bring up because I think it is so 
appropriate given the state of war that 
our country is in, reducing the funding 
for research and development for pros-
thetics. The VA was award winning in 
the country for the kind of develop-
ments and the research that they 
would put in and the kind of advances 
that they have had regarding amputees 
and trying to help amputees who come 
back. In this war we have seen more 
amputees than we ever expected be-
cause we do not have the armored 
Humvees, and just the way this guer-
rilla war is being fought, we have a lot 

of veterans who are losing their arms, 
losing their legs, and now back at 
home we are cutting the investment 
for trying to improve on prosthetics. 

Not only that, but when we take a 
step back and we look at the big pic-
ture, this is about choices and we can 
say we do not have enough money to 
fund all these programs for our vet-
erans. That is a shame in itself if one 
has to say that, but at the same time 
they will not reduce the tax cut for 
millionaires. 

We are not asking to reduce the tax 
cuts for anyone that has made under 
$300,000, $200,000. In fact, Democrats 
want to increase the child tax credit 
and increase the breaks for middle-
class people. But when one says that 
they are not willing to repeal any por-
tion of the tax cut for people who make 
more than $1 million to pay for this 
veterans funding, we have a problem in 
this country. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHAUD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. What the gen-
tleman is describing here are the val-
ues embraced by this Congress, and 
some people seem to think it is more 
important to give tax cuts to people 
who make over $200,000 a year than it is 
to put sufficient resources into caring 
for our sick and disabled veterans. 
That is an argument we can have, but 
I think the American people are going 
to side with us. Especially during this 
time of war, and the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) knows this, as he 
visits his district, as I visit my dis-
trict, as the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. ALLEN) visits his district, we hear 
from people that they honor and revere 
the service that our veterans have 
given to our country, and they want us 
to put the needs of our sick and our 
disabled veterans at the top of the list. 
They do not want them to be at the 
bottom and get the leftovers. They 
want them to be at the top. 

Sadly, this administration has de-
cided that it is more important to take 
the resources we have and give those 
resources to the richest people among 
us in the form of tax breaks than to 
put sufficient resources into our health 
care. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding to me. 

This is a Maine/Ohio event tonight. I 
am not sure we are ready to play bas-
ketball with Hoosiers, but we are 
happy to talk with them tonight about 
the problems our veterans face. 

We have 150,000 people over in Iraq 
and Afghanistan doing their level best 
to carry out an extraordinarily dif-
ficult assignment. And it is simply as-
tonishing, it is a disgrace, that Presi-
dent Bush and the Republican leader-
ship in this Congress have made tax 
cuts for the richest Americans a higher 
priority than funding health care for 
our veterans. 
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Just to put these numbers in perspec-

tive, Secretary Principi asked the ad-
ministration for $1.2 billion in next 
year’s budget that he could not get. He 
asked for $1.2 billion. That seems like a 
lot of money. How much are we spend-
ing every week in Iraq? A little over $1 
billion. We spend $1 billion a week in 
Iraq, and we cannot find, the adminis-
tration cannot find, $1 billion extra a 
year to fully fund veterans’ health care 
in this country. It is just unbelievable. 

In Maine we are doing better in some 
respects because we have got some ad-
ditional clinics. We have got the 
CARES report that has been done and 
offers some hope that we are going to 
do a little better in the future. But na-
tionally we are underfunding veterans’ 
health care. There is no doubt about it. 
What is really going on, I think, is be-
cause the cost of health care, particu-
larly the cost of prescription drugs, is 
rising so rapidly that more and more 
veterans are coming into the system, 
flooding the system, asking for help. 
And where is the United States Gov-
ernment, where is the United States 
Congress, when our veterans need extra 
help? Sadly, missing in action is where 
we have been. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) was just talking about the 
White House budget memo for the next 
fiscal year, not the one we are debating 
this year but the next fiscal year. That 
is a cut. In fiscal year 2006 President 
Bush’s proposal is to cut VA health 
care by another $910 million, almost $1 
billion, 1 week’s worth of spending in 
Iraq. And if they succeed in driving 
veterans’ health care down by that 
much, they will have cut veterans’ 
health care to below the 2004 level, 
below the level that we are spending 
this year. And I find this proposal just 
absolutely shameful, especially when 
our servicemen and women and their 
families are sacrificing so much in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, and around the 
world. 

We should be at this time showing re-
newed appreciation for our veterans, 
and that is why I support the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin’s (Mr. OBEY) 
resolution, H. Res. 685, that would reor-
der the Nation’s budget priorities to in-
crease the investments in veterans’ 
health care. This House will vote on 
the resolution tomorrow, and H. Res. 
685 would increase funding available for 
VA health care for fiscal year 2005 by 
an additional $1.3 billion, just slightly 
more than Secretary Principi asked 
the President for and did not get. 

The resolution would be paid for by 
limiting unfair and disproportionate 
tax breaks for people making $1 mil-
lion annually. And think about this. 
That would save just under $19 billion. 
In other words, here we are, the con-
flict going on in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
and in 1 year alone, people earning $1 
million a year or more are going to 
take home $18.9 billion that they would 
not have had without these tax breaks. 
And we cannot find, the administration 
cannot find, the Republican Congress 

cannot find, $1.3 billion a year to help 
our veterans. If we were not in Wash-
ington, we would not believe it. What 
is happening is just absolutely unbe-
lievable and needs to be changed. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would yield, I want to 
comment on what the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. ALLEN) has said. The fact is 
that we are more concerned about mil-
lionaires getting a few dollars in tax 
breaks than we are in providing health 
care to our veterans. It is a simple fact. 
The President and the leadership of 
this House can argue otherwise, but it 
is true. If we would just simply not be 
so concerned about giving millionaires 
more money in tax breaks, we could 
take care of America’s sick and dis-
abled veterans. These people who have 
fought the battles, paid the price by 
shedding their blood, losing their 
limbs. Some have been blinded, dis-
figured, and horribly wounded in a va-
riety of ways. But this administration 
cares more for millionaires in terms of 
getting more money through tax 
breaks than caring for our veterans. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with the good congressman. And I do 
not know what it is going to take be-
cause both the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. STRICKLAND) and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) also sit on the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and I 
do not know what it is going to take, 
because in earlier years, as they know, 
we have got this independent budget 
for fiscal year 2005 where they spell out 
the money that they need to take care 
of our veterans here in this country, 
and it was unanimous. Then the Presi-
dent’s own task force reported earlier 
the final report in 2003, Improved 
Health Care, Delivering for our Na-
tion’s Veterans, it says right in there 
that there is a significant mismatch in 
the VA between demand and available 
funding.
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Something has to be done to take 
care of our veterans, and it is a matter 
of priority. 

I served in the legislature for 22 
years, and a lot of those years I served 
on the appropriations committee and 
we had to make the tough decisions. 
We had to live within a balanced budg-
et because the Constitution of Maine 
requires that. 

So we had to prioritize. That is what 
this is all about, is prioritization. I do 
not think the priorities of this Con-
gress and this administration are set in 
the right places. I think definitely the 
veterans are a top priority and we 
ought to take care of them. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) 
talked about the cutting of some of the 
research funding for our veterans. I had 
a chance to go visit Walter Reed hos-
pital and went into the amputee ward. 
I am glad I did. I had a chance to talk 
to a lot of the soldiers that were there, 
and it really opened my eyes. 

That is one area we definitely should 
not be cutting back, because the war in 

Iraq and Afghanistan will be over with 
eventually and people will tend to for-
get about it, but the people who will 
never forget about the war in Iraq or 
Afghanistan are those who lost a loved 
one or a veteran who came home and is 
missing a limb or two. They will never 
forget. That is always going to be on 
their minds. 

That is why it is incumbent upon this 
Congress to make sure that we have 
adequate funding. And as stated by my 
good colleague the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. ALLEN), actually when Sec-
retary Principi came before the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs to talk 
about his budget, he admitted they cut 
him back $1.2 billion. That is wrong, 
and that is not where my priorities are. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman will yield further, I 
want to share with the American peo-
ple, because it is easy to say that the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) or the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) 
or the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD) are the ones saying we need 
to do this. 

Almost every major veterans organi-
zation has backed the mandatory fund-
ing proposal. The American Legion, the 
AMVETS, Blinded Veterans Associa-
tion, Disabled American Veterans, 
Jewish War Veterans of the USA, Mili-
tary Order of the Purple Heart, Para-
lyzed Veterans of American, Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, Vietnam Veterans of 
America, these are veterans organiza-
tions who are saying this is something 
that we need and we are willing to put 
our names on it. I think that is impor-
tant. 

It is the same with mental health, 
homelessness and all the other issues 
that we talk a lot about in committee. 

So I just want to thank the gen-
tleman again for the opportunity to be 
here. It has been great over the last 
few weeks and months to watch all of 
the history of the World War II vet-
erans and everything that has been 
shown on TV and on the history chan-
nel and the dedication of the monu-
ment and everything else. 

I think when we are talking about 
values and talking about priorities, 
and as the gentleman from Maine said, 
as a legislature, you have to make 
these choices, and they are not always 
easy choices. But when you compare 
what we are doing and how many tril-
lions of dollars we are giving a way to 
the top 1 percent of the people in this 
country, at the expense, it is not free 
money, it is at the expense of veterans, 
and where would those people be if 
these veterans did not protect the sys-
tem, the economic system, the demo-
cratic system that we have in place 
right now that enables them to create 
the kinds of wealth they have created. 
God bless them. We are not here to say 
they should not make their money, but 
we are saying society has an obligation 
to treat these people fairly, and right 
now they are not. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman. 
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Another issue I would like to discuss, 

and it is an issue that has plagued our 
veterans community for over 100 years, 
it is the issue of concurrent receipt, 
also known as the disabled veterans 
tax. 

H.R. 303 which would address this 
issue has 382 bipartisan cosponsors, but 
this bill has not been brought to the 
floor by Republican leadership. My 
good friend the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. MARSHALL) has filed a dis-
charge petition, but has only been able 
to get 206 signatures as a result of this 
action. And the grassroot movement, 
the veterans around the country, we 
were able to actually take a small step 
to address this issue in the national de-
fense authorization. 

But it is a crying shame, because 
when you look at in my State of Maine 
alone, two-thirds of the military retir-
ees were left out of this provision, and 
I fully support total elimination of the 
ban on both the disability and retire-
ment pay. I do not think we should 
stop until we get the full repeal of it. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would yield, I think 
some people do not fully understand 
what is meant by concurrent receipt. 
Some people do not really understand 
what we mean when we talk about the 
disabled veterans tax. But it is a dis-
crimination against veterans. 

If a veteran is an individual who has 
served the country and has qualified to 
receive a pension, they get a pension. 
But if they have become disabled in 
some way and they qualify for dis-
ability benefits, they get disability 
benefits, or they qualify for disability 
benefits. But the tragic fact is, for 
every dollar that a veteran, a disabled 
veteran, gets in disability benefits, $1 
is subtracted from their pension. 

So, in other words, the disabled vet-
eran is actually paying for his or her 
disability, and it is a discrimination, it 
is an injustice that needs to be cor-
rected. 

We would have corrected it. The 
Democrats in this House have been try-
ing for months to correct this injus-
tice, and the President fights our at-
tempt to get rid of this disabled tax.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STRICKLAND. I will not yield 
right now, but I will as soon as I finish 
my statement. 

The fact is that we have been trying 
to get rid of this disabled veterans tax, 
and it is the Republican leadership in 
this House and the president of the 
United States who has fought our at-
tempts to get rid of this terrible injus-
tice. And it will not change, I believe, 
until the veterans of this country un-
derstand what is going on and speak 
out and speak up and demand change. 

You know, talk is cheap, and it does 
not cost us anything to salute the flag 
or to appear with veterans in a parade. 
But the real reflection of our values as 
a people and as a Congress is seen in 
how we spend our money, those things 
which we are willing to support with 
our budget. 

The fact is that this Congress has 
failed disabled veterans, and I just call 
upon the President, upon my col-
leagues in this House, to change their 
attitudes and change their minds and 
step up to the plate and allow the Re-
publican Members to come down here 
and sign this discharge petition. Let us 
bring this bill to the floor, so that all 
Members of this Chamber can have a 
recorded vote, a public vote, so that 
the veterans know where we stand; not 
just what we say, but what we are will-
ing to do with our vote to get rid of 
this injustice. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, talking about the dis-
abled tax, that has been a very discour-
aging thing. I have heard a lot of vet-
erans in Maine who do not receive 
much funding at all. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr. MICHAUD. Not at this time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, the biggest problem I 
see when you talk about veterans bene-
fits and health care, sometimes those 
in the administration really do not un-
derstand the distance veterans have to 
go to get their health care. 

The issue I want to bring forward is 
we have a lot of BSOs, and I hear a lot 
of complaint in the State of Maine. If a 
veteran in the northern part of the 
State has to get health care services 
and they go to Togas and then they 
have to get shipped to Boston, they 
stay overnight in Togas, then another 
day they go to Boston; they stay over-
night in Boston, then they come back 
to Togas, then back up to the northern 
part. It is a 4-day trip. 

That is wrong. I do not think vet-
erans should have to go through that. 
It is wrong. We have to make sure they 
are taken care of, not only their health 
care, but this disability tax is another 
issue that I think we definitely should 
be voting on. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHAUD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York. 

Mr. MCHUGH. You will yield. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Let me from the outset, Mr. Speaker, 
say that I deeply appreciate the two 
gentlemen’s comments about the con-
cerns with respect to veterans benefits. 
I think both sides of the aisle, Repub-
lican and Democrat, share that con-
cern. 

What troubles me is the comments 
the two gentleman have made with re-
spect though the Republican majority 
in this House as it relates to concur-
rent receipt.
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The fact of the matter is, this con-
cept has existed since the 1860s, since 
just after the Civil War. The fact is, for 
the 40 years prior to the Republicans 

taking the majority of this House, my 
friends’ party did absolutely nothing to 
correct the inequities, the wrongs asso-
ciated with concurrent receipt that 
they so rightly cited. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, would 
the gentleman quickly make his point? 

Mr. MCHUGH. I am making my point 
as quickly as I can. If the gentleman 
cares to reclaim his time, that is his 
right. 

As the chairman of the subcommittee 
that has responsibility over concurrent 
receipt, I would say under the Repub-
lican majority, for the first time in 
more than 140 years, including 40 years 
of uninterrupted Democrat 
majorityship in this House, we have 
taken steps to cut the concurrent re-
ceipt inequities by more than half. It is 
not enough. We need to do more. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time. 

Mr. MCHUGH. But for these 2 Mem-
bers to say we have done nothing is the 
most disingenuous comment I have 
heard in my 12 years here. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, what was done 100 years 
ago is one thing. Veterans want the 
problem taken care of now. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Would the gentleman 
yield? * * *

Mr. STRICKLAND. Regular order, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GERLACH). The gentleman from Maine 
has the time. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I am a 
freshman Member of Congress. I was 
not here to deal with this issue in the 
past. I am here now, and it is an in-
equity, and I think it should be taken 
care of. 

Mr. MCHUGH. * * *
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Maine has the time. 
Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I am 

not here to put blame on the past Con-
gresses. I am in this Congress, and this 
is an issue where we have over 380 some 
odd Members of Congress signing it, 
and it is disingenuous for those Mem-
bers of this body who signed it to be co-
sponsors and refuse to sign the dis-
charge petition, and refuse to bring it 
out. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Will the gen-
tleman yield to me? 

Mr. MCHUGH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MICHAUD. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND). 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, the 
issue is this: a vast majority of the 
Members of this House have signed on 
as sponsors of a bill to solve this dis-
abled veterans problem, to get rid of it. 
The leadership of this House will not 
allow that bill to be brought to the 
floor so that all of us; you, sir, as well 
as every other Member of this body, 
will have a chance to cast a public vote 
so that the veterans of this country 
know where we stand. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. STRICKLAND. I will not yield. 
The fact is that we deserve a chance 

to have a public vote so that the vet-
erans in your district and in Mr. 
MICHAUD’s district and in my district 
can look at the record and see how we 
vote. 

Now, why will not those who are 
sponsoring that legislation walk down 
here and sign their name to the dis-
charge petition and allow that bill to 
be brought to the floor? All we are ask-
ing for is a public vote. Members can 
vote however they choose to vote. But 
the people of this country, especially 
the veterans of this country, deserve to 
know where we stand. 

Talk is cheap in this chamber. It is 
the vote that counts. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STRICKLAND. I will not yield. It 
is the vote that gives the benefits to 
the veteran, not the talk, and what we 
have is talk. As I have said before, 
rhetoric is empty unless it is followed 
up with the willingness to cast the vote 
to make the resources available to the 
veterans. 

We are talking about disabled vet-
erans, veterans who have suffered bod-
ily injury as a result of their service to 
this country. For too long, these dis-
abled veterans have been denied jus-
tice. We are simply asking for justice. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I would like to read an e-
mail. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MICHAUD. No. 
I would like to read an e-mail I re-

ceived from a constituent: ‘‘It is the 
veteran, not the preacher, who has 
given us freedom of religion. 

‘‘It is the veteran, not the reporter, 
who has given us freedom of the press. 

‘‘It is the veteran, not the poet, who 
has given us the freedom of speech. 

‘‘It is the veteran, not the campus or-
ganizer, who has given us the freedom 
of assembly. 

‘‘It is the veteran, not the lawyer, 
who has given us the right to a fair 
trial. 

‘‘It is the veteran, not the politician, 
who has given us the right to vote.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I think that pretty 
much sums it up. It is the veterans 
that made this country what it is 
today. We should be taking care of our 
veterans, living up to the commitment, 
making sure that they get the proper 
health care that they deserve, and we 
ought to take care of some of the prob-
lems of concurrent receipts and manda-
tory funding.

f 

THE GROWING ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. TIAHRT) is recognized for the 
remaining time until midnight as the 
designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Maine for giving 

us that wonderful quote about all of 
the benefits that have been provided to 
us by veterans. But when it comes to 
concurrent receipts, it has been the Re-
publicans that have done the most to 
provide for concurrent receipts for vet-
erans by making a progressive step in 
the right direction. 

I will be glad to yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCHUGH) 
to explain what has happened when it 
comes to benefits for the veterans. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I am sorry 
we were unable to construct a con-
structive give-and-take discussion on 
this very important issue with my 2 
colleagues who have now left the cham-
ber, regrettably, on this issue. 

As I said during the time they did 
yield to me, and I appreciate that op-
portunity, the fact of the matter is 
that when we come to the issue of con-
current receipt, this is a process that I 
strongly disagree with, and I think the 
majority of the House, Republican and 
Democrat, disagree with, and it has ex-
isted for more than 140 years. However, 
the fact is, in spite of my 2 friends’ 
comments earlier, nothing has been 
done in that 140-year period to correct 
that situation until the last 3 years. 

Over the last 3 years, we have taken 
significant steps to remediate the in-
equities that are associated with con-
current receipt. Based on the hard 
work of the House Committee on 
Armed Services controlled by, yes, the 
majority party, we have significantly 
improved the concurrent receipt situa-
tion. I think every veteran service or-
ganization in America would admit 
that. 

What has not happened, however, is 
total correction. What concerns me, 
and what really I think is the key 
point with respect to the previous 
speakers’ comments, that while one 
speaker, the gentleman from Maine, 
said he was not here, it was not his re-
sponsibility that nothing had been 
done, the other speaker, the gentleman 
from Ohio, was here and, in fact, was 
complicit in no corrective action. 

I just want to rise tonight to express 
again my appreciation to the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) for 
yielding to me to assure the veterans 
community who have been affected by 
this, that while we have implemented 
what amounts to multiple billions of 
dollars of corrections in this concur-
rent receipt debate, that we are going 
to continue to effect even further cor-
rections until the inequity that has ex-
isted through the past 40 years of the 
minority’s rule over this House, until 
equity, until the proper circumstance 
is corrected. And this is the silly sea-
son, the political season, and I just 
wanted the opportunity to state that, 
as the chairman has responsibility over 
this issue.
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Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MCHUGH), the chairman of the sub-

committee that has jurisdiction on this 
area for all the progress that he has 
made for veterans in a long time. As it 
was stated here earlier by the Chair-
man, 140 years has gone by that this 
has been an issue, but it took a Repub-
lican Congress to act on it. And we 
have done more for veterans in the last 
10 years since we have taken over the 
House of Representatives as the major-
ity party than happened in the pre-
vious generation. So I thank him for 
his leadership and appreciate his time 
on the floor tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, tonight I want to speak 
about three things. First, I want to 
talk a little bit about our economy and 
how it is growing, why it is growing, 
why the tax relief that we have passed 
has been so beneficial. 

Second, I want to talk about what is 
going to be proposed tomorrow by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY), 
the ranking member on the Committee 
on Appropriations. He is calling it 
‘‘America’s Top Ten Obligations.’’ That 
is the title for a tax increase on what 
he claims are the top 1 percent of tax-
payers in America. We will tell you 
who those people are. 

The third thing I want to talk about 
is how we are going to bring jobs back 
into America. It is an agenda we call 
‘‘Careers for the 21st Century.’’ It is an 
eight-point plan to make America 
more competitive. 

But first, Mr. Speaker, let me return 
to our economy. Our economy is ro-
bust. I have a chart here that shows 
how our economy is growing. It starts 
in the fourth quarter of 2002. As you re-
call, in the recent history of our econ-
omy, in 1999 we had a tech bust. It re-
sulted in a dramatic drop in the 
NASDAQ because a lot of the tech in-
dustries lost value and many people 
were laid off. 

Following that in about November of 
2000, prior to George Bush being sworn 
in for office in January of 2001, the re-
cession started. We saw other job 
losses. Then on September 11, 2001, ter-
rorists attacked our country using our 
own technology against us and dealt a 
severe blow to our economy. 

In my home area in south central 
Kansas, our community had a greater 
percentage loss of jobs compared to the 
total number of jobs in the community 
than any other community in the 
United States. We were hit very hard. 
So the terrorist attack had a dramatic 
impact. 

What happened in Congress then is 
that we passed the President’s plan for 
tax relief. It was an across-the-board 
tax relief plan in addition to some tar-
geted tax relief. That across-the-board 
plan affected every individual that 
pays Federal income taxes in America. 
Every individual. All of us got a tax 
break if we paid Federal income taxes. 
It was a very fair and reasonable thing 
to do. The percentage was equal for 
every American. 

So that tax increase did one of three 
things for people who got money back 
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from the government, their money re-
turned to them by the Federal Govern-
ment. They either saved it, which was 
good, because that provided money for 
mortgages. As we have known, if one 
has been paying attention to new home 
starts in America, it has been dramati-
cally growing. It has been the largest 
surge that we have seen in recent his-
tory. Two reasons: One, low interest 
rates; the second is there was money 
available because people took some of 
this money available from the tax re-
lief and they saved it. 

The second thing was invest it. By 
investing it it made money available to 
corporations to expand their companies 
and hire more people. And the charts 
will support that. 

The third thing is that what Ameri-
cans did with the tax relief is they 
spent the money. They went out there 
and they demanded goods and services. 
Those goods and services in turn cre-
ated more jobs. 

So the tax relief did those three 
things. All of it was good for our econ-
omy. The results are clear. The growth 
in our economy going back to the 
fourth quarter of 2002 they had a 1.3 
percent growth. We were just seeing 
the effect of the tax relief. The next 
quarter, the first quarter of 2003, 2.0 
percent growth. Then it started to 
climb, 3.1 in the second quarter. Third 
quarter spiked at 8.2 percent. It was 
really taking off. Then it leveled off to 
now 4.1 and then 4.4 for the first quar-
ter of 2004. 

The projection is the last half of the 
chart there looks like it is going to go 
to about 4.4. We are anticipating some 
increases in the interest rates from the 
Federal Reserve. So there may be a 
slight drop back. But this is the fastest 
growth that our economy has seen in 
the last 20 years, a tremendous advan-
tage, and it was based on tax relief. 

This surge has also created jobs. This 
is a by-month comparison of the jobs, 
the base level of jobs and then the 
month’s increase of jobs. One can see 
the total number of jobs has grown dra-
matically in the last 3 months. We 
have seen in March of 2004, 353,000 jobs 
were created. In April of 2004 an addi-
tional 346,000 jobs were created. In May 
of 2004, this past May, 248,000 jobs were 
created. Since August of last year this 
economy has created 1.4 million jobs 
because we have had some tax relief 
and people have done one of those three 
things that I explained earlier. 

Now, what does that mean when jobs 
increase? It means unemployment goes 
down. Unemployment now is down to 
where the average in 2004 is lower than 
the average of the 1970s, the 1980s and 
the 1990s. In Kansas where we have had 
13,000 aerospace workers laid off, they 
are coming back to work. Our unem-
ployment has just dropped three-tenths 
of a point in just the last couple 
months. So we have seen a real reduc-
tion in unemployment, which has been 
good for our economy. Not only are 
there more jobs out there, but the peo-
ple with those jobs are earning more 
money. 

Now, we have heard complaints from 
the other side of the aisle that, oh, 
sure, there are some more jobs out 
there but they are minimum wage jobs. 
These are jobs that only poor people 
can have. It is not a living wage. The 
truth is the average wage is going up. 
The people with these jobs are getting 
high-quality, high-paying jobs. 

Now, I know we can do better, but 
the fact is people are making more 
money and we have more people work-
ing. Exports are also picking up, a good 
indication that our economy is doing 
very well. Also our investments are 
very strong. This goes back to what I 
was saying about those three points. 

The President’s tax cut has reduced 
the marginal effective tax rate for new 
investments and that has caused a 
growth of investments in America. 
Very important fact. Housing starts re-
main strong. We talked a little bit 
about that. That is one of the second 
points I made when people save money. 
I guess it is the first point I made, that 
when people save money it makes 
money available for home mortgages. 
And then home ownership starts, peo-
ple buy houses and they build new 
homes. And those homes that are va-
cated are then sold on the market. 

We have more people owning homes 
today than ever before in America’s 
history. Minority ownership is at an all 
time high, at 50.8 percent of families 
owning houses. 

Other indicators in the housing mar-
kets are also strong. So this is good 
news for our economy. And it goes 
back to tax relief. Tax relief is very 
important to keep our economy strong. 

Now, tomorrow the gentleman from 
Wisconsin is going to take a tip off the 
sheet of Mr. KERRY, the gentleman run-
ning for president, and that is going to 
be called America’s Top Ten Obliga-
tions. Now, this plan, the intent of this 
plan is to scale back the tax cuts, the 
tax cuts that have been propping up 
this economy, as these charts have 
shown, propping up this economy dur-
ing the terrorist attacks, the war 
against terrorism, it is a worldwide 
war, and the recession that we are 
coming out of. 

But the problem is that Mr. KERRY 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
OBEY) wanting to raise the tax burden, 
which they say is the top 1 percent of 
America, is actually raising taxes on 
the people that are creating the jobs. 

Now, the Tax Foundation is drafting 
a report on the demographics of the top 
1 percent of taxpayers in America. 
These are the so-called, quote unquote, 
‘‘millionaires.’’ And they are million-
aires. For example, 83 percent of tax-
payers with an income above $1 million 
have it from business income. Well, 
what does that mean? It means that 
they are the people that are out there 
creating jobs. Many of these jobs that 
we have seen on the charts here to-
night are created by small business. 83 
percent of these people are small busi-
ness owners, pure and simple. 

If you look at the statistics, 13.2 per-
cent of them are in finance, real estate, 

or insurance. 8.1 percent of them are in 
manufacturing of durable goods. 6.9 
percent of them are in educational 
services. 6.8 percent of them are in 
medical, except hospitals.
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We have 6.0 percent of them that are 
business and repairs, including com-
puter processing and business services, 
and 4.9 of them are in construction/
manufacturing. 

These other categories include agri-
cultural, farming in other words, min-
ing, utilities, wholesale trade, retail 
trade. These are small business owners, 
and in Kansas, it is four out of five 
jobs. 

Now, if you look at Kansas, you will 
find that in Wichita, for example, it 
has the largest facility owned by Boe-
ing outside the State of Washington. 
We also have Raytheon which owns 
Beech aircraft where they make Beech 
jets, many different models, and also, 
their single engine aircraft. We also 
have Cessna, which is owned by Tex-
tron. All their aircraft are made in 
south central Kansas, either in Inde-
pendence, Kansas, and a majority of 
them remain right there in Wichita. 

We also have Lear jet which is owned 
by Bombardier where they make the 
Lear 35, the Lear 45, the Lear 60 and 
they are looking at some other Bom-
bardier models that are moving in 
there. 

We also have a design shop for Air-
bus, designing the wing for the A–380, 
their new huge airplane that is going 
to be sold to airlines for passenger use. 
Plus, we have about 150 shops that sup-
ply the aircraft industry. 

Well, a majority of those shops are 
just nothing more than small busi-
nesses. People look at, well, we have 
got 12,000 people at Boeing, 12,000 peo-
ple at Cessna, 8,000 people at Raytheon, 
4,000 people at Lear jet, 120 at Airbus, 
but then you look at all these small 
shops, and there are more people work-
ing in aerospace for small businessmen 
than there are for all the big corpora-
tions. 

Well, those are the 83 percent of tax-
payers in the top one percent that own 
those shops and hire those people. 

Well, the plan that Mr. KERRY and 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
OBEY) have is to raise taxes on those 
people. What impact will it have when 
they have less money available to hire 
people to run their business? It will re-
sult in layoffs. 

Now, if you have listened to the rhet-
oric during the presidential campaign, 
you will find out that the gloom and 
doom perspective are coming from Mr. 
KERRY and from the Democrats here in 
the House, and they have sort of this 
dark, stormy night view of America. I 
have sort of the sunshiny day, the opti-
mistic side, where if we can allow peo-
ple to have a little more in their pock-
et, where we can allow small business-
men to go out there and invest in their 
companies, they will do well, they will 
hire people that will do well, and our 
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economy will do well, but instead, we 
have got to go down the path that they 
want to take us which is to raise taxes, 
take away jobs. 

I found it interesting tonight that 
the gentleman from Maine created this 
scenario where rich people, it sounded 
like they were sitting on a beach some-
where in the Caribbean, sipping their 
Margaritas or whatever, Margaritaville 
maybe, and that they were just living a 
life of leisure and they just had money 
stuck in their pockets everywhere, and 
we should take that money away from 
them and give it to the veterans which 
are having trouble getting health serv-
ices. Well, in the last 10 years since I 
have been here we have doubled the 
amount of money that veterans are 
getting for health care, doubled it, 
more than they did in the previous gen-
eration. 

But we also realize that these people 
that they are talking about, the top 1 
percent, are not sitting on the beach 
somewhere drinking a Margarita, they 
are out there working 60, 70, 80 hours a 
week. They are creating jobs. They are 
trying to keep their businesses to-
gether. They are giving people opportu-
nities by hiring them, letting them get 
skills, letting them work, letting them 
buy clothes for their kids, buy cars for 
themselves, putting their kids through 
college. They are letting their employ-
ees live the American dream, but that 
is going to change if Mr. KERRY or the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) 
have their way. They are going to take 
away the money that they have in 
order to make their businesses healthy 
and grow. 

So, the proposal the Democrats have 
is to kill the jobs. The tax breaks we 
have obviously have created jobs by 
just the charts I showed you earlier. It 
seems the House Democrats want to 
bring up a page out of the Kerry eco-
nomic playbook to raise taxes on job 
creators and grow the size of govern-
ment, and Mr. Speaker, Republicans 
welcome this chance to debate and de-
feat this job-killing bill tomorrow, 
along with the spending proposals. 

The third thing I wanted to talk to 
you tonight is something that is very 
exciting because I showed you how well 
the economy is doing, but we know we 
can do better. When things got tough 
in America, I started talking to the 
CEOs back in my area, and I met with 
them several times. I listened to their 
concerns, their problems, and I realized 
that they basically control only a cou-
ple of different variables in their busi-
nesses. 

Number one is wages, and that is the 
thing that we seem to always talk 
about, and I think the reason we do is 
probably because unions feel that that 
is their prime objective in life today. It 
is not about whether the lights are on 
or off or how warm it is in the work-
place anymore. It is about wages, and 
they feel like they are unjustified un-
less they get a good wage package for 
their workers. That is what they are 
there for, and what I found is that the 

employers basically do not mind pay-
ing a good wage. They want high qual-
ity workers. They are willing to pay 
for them, but that is one of the few 
variables they have that they can con-
trol. So there is a lot of pressure on 
employers to try to keep wages down. 
It is very unfortunate, but I will tell 
you why later on. 

The second thing, though, is over-
head. Overhead is a variable. That is 
how many square feet they have in a 
building. That is how new of machines 
they have. That is basically keeping 
the lights on and having the equipment 
for their employees to work on. They 
can control how big the building is. In 
fact, they can sell it off if they have to. 
Right now, the Boeing company is 
looking at selling off a large part of the 
facility they have in Wichita. They 
have about 12.5 million square feet 
under roof in Wichita. They could spin 
off as much as half of that and have an-
other company buy that, and that 
would reduce their overhead burden. 
That is one of the two variables that 
they have to look at. 

The other variables are things that 
they do not get a vote on. They cannot 
really have much control over, for ex-
ample, the health care plan. Right now, 
employers must have a health care 
plan to be competitive, but they do not 
get to vote on how much it grows each 
year. In fact, some of them have told 
me in Wichita that the growth in their 
health care costs for their employees 
have gone up by 30 percent in the last 
year, 30 percent. Now, they are looking 
at ways that they have to increase 
deductibles, trying to put more of the 
burden back on the employees. Well, 
that is a very unfortunate thing, but it 
is something that they have very little 
control over. 

So what do they do? They look at 
wages and overhead. The result of that 
has been a job loss. They have been 
looking at going overseas because it is 
more difficult. Well, health care is just 
one issue. 

We have divided the issues up into 
eight categories. Now, these issues 
have really been a problem created by 
Congress over the last generation. 
They have created costs and expenses 
that businesses have to put up with 
just by the sheer structure of the sys-
tem, and it has limited their ability to 
do business in America, and it has 
caused job loss, jobs going overseas. 

The eight categories are health care 
security. We have talked about health 
care a little bit. The other one is bu-
reaucratic red tape. Educational pol-
icy, we call it lifelong learning. Energy 
self-sufficiency, research and develop-
ment/innovation. Trade fairness is the 
sixth one. The seventh one is tax relief 
and simplification. The last one is end-
ing lawsuit abuse and litigation man-
agement. 

We have a scorecard on what we have 
done to change the business environ-
ment in America and make it more 
competitive. We have taken on the 
first four of these eight issues. 

The first one was health care secu-
rity. With health care security, we 
passed three pieces of legislation. Let 
me say up front that we have not 
solved the problems in health care all 
together, but we have put policies in 
place that will help lower the costs. We 
will not see the same dramatic growth 
we have seen in the past. 

The three pieces of legislation we 
passed were flexible spending accounts 
that allowed employees to control part 
of this money. The employer would set 
aside an amount of money like $1,000. If 
the employees did not use that money, 
they could carry it over to the next 
year, and by doing that, then eventu-
ally, as we worked with this policy, it 
could be a system where an employee, 
if they stay healthy their whole lives, 
they could use that money for long-
term health care in their elder years. 
That is always a worry that people 
have. 

My parents are having that same 
concern. They have gone out and 
bought long-term care insurance. It 
costs them a lot of money a month, 
and it grieves me because they have to 
cut back on their lifestyle. It costs 
them almost $400 a month. My father is 
85. My mother is 77. So it is a little dif-
ficult for them to fit that in their 
budget, but they are so worried about 
being a burden on their children that 
they have gone out and purchased this 
insurance. 

Well, if an employee working chose a 
healthy lifestyle, was allowed to put 
this money away through their work-
ing career, it would go into an annuity 
that could pay for long-term health 
care insurance through flexible spend-
ing accounts. 

We also passed medical malpractice 
liability limits, and that was a very 
good thing because it limited the 
amount of liability, and it allowed 
lower costs for insurance, for physi-
cians and hospitals, and those who pro-
vide health care services, and that, in 
turn, helps keep costs down. 

Now, you can look on a State-by-
State basis where people have not lim-
ited medical malpractice, and we have 
had some outrageous settlements that 
have gone way beyond what any med-
ical costs were associated for the loss 
or the injury and basically made a lot 
of lawyers rich. Well, this is a reason-
able way that we have capped liability 
costs, and we followed some of the 
States.
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And in those States where this has 
occurred, they have seen dramatic 
lower costs in their medical mal-
practice insurance, and the cost of 
health care has gone down. It has been 
a good example. So we adopted here in 
the Congress and passed medical mal-
practice liability limits. 

We also passed the Small Business 
Health Fairness Act, or AHPs, associ-
ated health plans. These are plans that 
allow associations to go out and pro-
cure, especially small businesses, 
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through their associations. They can 
go out and buy health care plans as a 
group rather than as an individuals. 

If you take a small shop, like a small 
machine shop that is supplying the air-
craft industry in Wichita, Kansas, they 
may have 10 employees. Well, those 10 
employees have to buy their own pack-
age. The insurance company would 
come in and assess the risk for those 
ten employees. But through the associ-
ated health plans all the machine shops 
in Wichita, Kansas, some 40,000 em-
ployees, if they bought one package 
through the AHP it would not just be 
ten employees they would be looking 
at, it would be 40,000 employees. That 
would mean lower rates for all of them. 

Because all that has that has to hap-
pen in a small shop of, say ten employ-
ees, is one of the spouses of one of the 
employees to contract cancer and go 
through a long severe medical treat-
ment, and that would drive up the cost 
for the entire group. It may even make 
it so expensive they could not afford 
health the care costs. So by having 
AHPs, or associated health plans, its 
allows them to mitigate their costs 
over a larger group and lower the 
whole cost. 

The next week we addressed the issue 
of bureaucratic red tape termination, 
and we focused on OSHA, or the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Adminis-
tration. We started out with the OSHA 
Small Business Day in Court, we went 
to OSHA Review Commission Effi-
ciency Act, then we passed the OSHA 
Independent Review and OSHA Cita-
tions Act, and then we passed the 
OSHA Small Employer Access to Jus-
tice Act, and then we completed the 
week by passing the Paperwork and 
Regulatory Improvement Act. 

All of this effort was designed to do 
two things: Number one is to remove 
the bureaucratic red tape; to limit it. 
What we found by talking to groups 
like the National Association of Manu-
facturers and employers themselves 
was that these costs are getting buried 
into our products and they are making 
us less competitive. 

The National Association of Manu-
facturers says that 14 percent of the 
cost of any item manufactured in 
America is regulatory compliance. 
Well, just imagine if we could just cut 
that in half. We would be 6 percent 
more competitive worldwide. And I 
think that was the goal here. 

The second part of what we were try-
ing to do is to look at government 
agencies and realize that they do not 
have to work against our employers, 
against our small business owners, 
against our employees. They can work 
with them to achieve a common goal. 

We still have legislation pending that 
will continue this process, but basi-
cally it will say to OSHA, let us go out 
to a facility and work with them to 
make it safer without any fines. Right 
now the way the system works is OSHA 
comes in and they do not leave until 
they have found something wrong. And 
it seems like they have to write a fine 

all of the time. Sometimes they stand 
off from the work site, through pic-
tures or some kind of a judgment call, 
and they will decide that they need to 
assess some fine and they will send it 
to the employer in the mail. Some-
times they will go to a job site which 
has a contractor, a general contractor 
and ten or twelve subcontractors, and 
they will fine everybody there, even if 
there is just one of the subcontractors 
at fault.

Well, the new system we need to put 
in place would have OSHA go in and 
say, we have a ladder being improperly 
used and it is a danger to this work 
site, so we will educate your workers 
as to how to place it properly. They 
can come back in 6 months and see how 
people are handling ladders. That way 
both the employer and OSHA achieves 
the goal of safety on the workplace 
without assessing fines. 

So that is a good place to work 
through bureaucratic red tape, reduc-
ing the amount of red tape and achiev-
ing the goals that are necessary. 

The next week we went into life-long 
learning. In order to be competitive 
around the globe, we have to have peo-
ple who are preparing themselves for 
the technical future we have coming 
up. We need people to be fluent in math 
and science and in engineering capa-
bilities. They will have to have high-
tech degrees. They will also have to be 
fluent in languages, as we are finding 
out today. 

But we need to have a plan to create 
an environment so that people can get 
the skills they need in order to become 
ready for tomorrow, for the future, be-
cause it is going to be more and more 
technical, not less. So we passed the 
Teacher Training Enhancement Act, 
we passed the Priorities for Graduate 
Studies Act, the Back to Work Incen-
tive Act, and the Workforce Research 
Investment and Adult Education Act. 
We had conferees appointed for that 
legislation. 

The next week we went on to energy 
self-sufficiency. We passed the Energy 
Policy Act of 2004, the Renewable En-
ergy Project Siting Improvement Act, 
and the U.S. Refinery Revitalization 
Act. 

It is funny, because we have tried to 
pass energy policy several times. In 
fact, I have a chart that shows the ac-
tivity of the House Republicans and 
what they have done to pass an energy 
bill. Back in January 1, 2001, shortly 
before George Bush took office, gas 
prices were about $1.32 in America. 
President Bush sent his energy plan to 
Congress and it was passed for the first 
time by the House on August 2, 2002. It 
then failed across the Capitol. We 
passed it again on April 11, 2003. We 
passed it a third time, after it failed 
again on the other side of the Capitol. 
We passed it a third time on November 
18, 2003, and then we just passed it on 
June 15, 2004 for a fourth time. 

Why is an energy bill so important? 
It is important because you can see, 
without it, gas prices are continuing to 

climb. We are now over $2. We must 
have a comprehensive plan where we 
can open up more energy reserves, 
where we can capitalize on renewable 
energy, and where we can open up new 
sites for refineries. We have not built a 
new refinery since 1976 in America. 
Even if we could produce more oil right 
now, we probably could not process it 
because we need more refineries to do 
that. So we are going to go into old 
sites, where old refineries are, and 
allow them to be opened up. 

In the following month of July we 
are going to take on the last four 
issues that we have on this package of 
careers for the 21st century. We are 
going to take on tax relief and sim-
plification. We are going to try to set 
up a system that is not so volatile in 
the way that it approaches businesses. 

There is one success story I want to 
briefly mention before I run out of 
time, and it is called accelerated depre-
ciation. In the aircraft industry, when 
you sell a business jet, it can cost $6 
million. Well, through accelerated de-
preciation they can write off two-
thirds of that aircraft in the very first 
year. Now, I have heard people on the 
other side of the aisle talk about what 
a great tax break for rich individuals 
and corporations that is. What they do 
not talk about, though, is all the jobs 
that are created in America. 

Cessna Aircraft, which has seen the 
greatest benefit from accelerated de-
preciation, has sold every aircraft they 
had in the backlog, they are now build-
ing jets that are already sold, and it 
has put all their laid-off workers back 
to work, plus they have hired an addi-
tional 400 people. It is a jobs act. We 
need to get some more tax relief that 
will create more jobs in America, be-
cause we can do better. 

Then we are going to move on to 
trade fairness and opportunity so that 
we can have a fair and equal trade pol-
icy and an enforceable trade policy. 
Then we are going to look at research 
and development and how we can spur 
innovation, and we are going to com-
plete this with ending lawsuit abuse. 

One of the beautiful things about try-
ing to limit litigation is that, again, it 
will create jobs. And a good example 
back in the Fourth District of Kansas, 
back in 1994, Congress passed the stat-
ute of limitations which said basically 
that you cannot sue an airplane manu-
facturer for the design of the airplane 
after it has been flying for 23 years, if 
it is a heavy jet, or 18 years if it is a 
smaller aircraft. Now, think about 
that. If an airplane has been flying for 
18 years, there is nothing wrong with 
the design. Yet every time a plane 
went down, these aircraft manufactur-
ers always had to have some kind of de-
fense system. 

In fact, Raytheon told me that at 
Beech it cost them $300,000 for every 
crash, whether they were sued or not. 
So limiting liability is a very impor-
tant part because, again, it will create 
jobs in America. 
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Well, these barriers, these eight bar-

riers have been put in place by Con-
gress. We can change the environment. 
The results of changing this environ-
ment will mean more jobs here in 
America, and it means we will have 
greater exports, we will be more com-
petitive worldwide, and we will have a 
brighter future for ourselves and our 
children. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I thank the staff to-
night and the Speaker for hanging 
around. I think this is a very impor-
tant issue, and I think it is the right 
debate to be having today. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GERLACH). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of 
rule I, the Chair declares the House in 
recess subject to the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at midnight), the House 
stood in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair.

f 

b 0800 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DREIER) at 8 a.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4663, SPENDING CONTROL 
ACT OF 2004 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, from 
the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 108–566) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 692) providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4663) 
to amend part C of the Balanced Budg-
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 to extend the discretionary 
spending limits and pay-as-you-go 
through fiscal year 2009, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a) 
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO 
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN 
RESOLUTIONS 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, from 
the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 108–567) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 693) waiving a 
requirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII 
with respect to consideration of certain 
resolutions reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed.

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today and the 
balance of the week on account of ill-
ness in the family. 

Mr. ISRAEL (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of attend-
ing his daughter’s graduation.

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. RYAN of Ohio) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DOGGETT, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. TIAHRT) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 
minutes, June 24. 

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, June 24. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, today.

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 3378. An act to assist in the conserva-
tion of marine turtles and the nesting habi-
tats of marine turtles in foreign countries. 

H.R. 3504. An act to amend the Indian Self-
Determination and Education Assistance Act 
to redesignate the American Indian Edu-
cation Foundation as the National Fund for 
Excellence in American Indian Education. 

H.R. 4322. An act to provide for the transfer 
of the Nebraska Avenue Naval Complex in 
the District of Columbia to facilitate the es-
tablishment of the headquarters for the De-
partment of Homeland Security, to provide 
for the acquisition by the Department of the 
Navy of suitable replacement facilities, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 4589. An act to reauthorize the Tem-
porary Assistance for Needy Families block 
grant program through September 30, 2004, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles:

S. 1848. An act to amend the Bend Pine 
Nursery Land Conveyance Act to direct the 
Secretary of Agriculture to sell the Bend 
Pine Nursery Administrative Site in the 
State of Oregon. 

S. 2238. An act to amend the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 to reduce losses 
to properties for which repetitive flood in-
surance claim payments have been made.

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 2 minutes a.m.), 

the House adjourned until today, 
Thursday, June 24, 2004, at 10 a.m.

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

8722. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
Authorization of Lieutenant General James 
E. Cartwright, United States Marine Corps, 
to wear the insignia of the grade of general 
in accordance with title 10, United States 
Code, section 777; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

8723. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
the Department of the Defense’s proposed 
lease of defense articles to the Former Yugo-
slav Republic of Macedonia (Transmittal No. 
02–04), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

8724. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
reports in accordance with Section 36(a) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2776(a); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

8725. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting certification of a proposed 
manufacturing license agreement for the 
manufacture of significant military equip-
ment abroad with France, Belgium, Germany 
and the United Kingdom (Transmittal No. 
DDTC 037–04), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(d); 
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions. 

8726. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting as 
required by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Economic 
Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and pursuant 
to Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 2003, a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to the risk of nu-
clear proliferation created by the accumula-
tion of weapons-usablefissile material in the 
territory of the Russian Federation that was 
declared in Executive Order 13159 of June 21, 
2000; to the Committee on International Re-
lations. 

8727. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the thir-
tieth Semiannual Report to Congress on 
Audit Follow-Up, covering the six-month pe-
riod ending March 31, 2004 in compliance 
with the Inspector General Act Amendments 
of 1988, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act) section 5(b); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

8728. A letter from the Secretary, Smithso-
nian Institution, transmitting in accordance 
with Section 647(b) of Division F of the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act, FY 2004, Pub. 
L. 108–199, the Institution’s Report to Con-
gress on FY 2003 Competitive Sourcing Ef-
forts; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

8729. A letter from the Director of Congres-
sional Relations, Central Intelligence Agen-
cy, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

8730. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting in accord-
ance with Section 647(b) of Division F of the 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, FY 2004, 
Pub. L. 108–199, and the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Memorandum 04–07, the De-
partment’s Report to Congress on FY 2003 
Competitive Sourcing Efforts; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 
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8731. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. Pa-

role Commission, Department of Justice, 
transmitting a copy of the annual report in 
compliance with the Government in the Sun-
shine Act for the calendar year 2003, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(j); to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8732. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the semiannual report on activities of 
the Inspector General for the period October 
1, 2003, through March 31, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

8733. A letter from the Managing Director, 
Federal Home Loan Banks, transmitting the 
2003 management reports of the 12 Federal 
Home Loan Banks (FHLBanks), Resolution 
Funding Corporation (REFCORP) and the Fi-
nancing Corporation (FICO), pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

8734. A letter from the Chairman, Inter-
national Trade Commission, transmitting 
the semiannual report on the activities of 
the Office of Inspector General for the period 
October 1, 2003 through March 31, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 
8G(h)(2); to the Committee on Government 
Reform. 

8735. A letter from the Executive Director 
for Operations, Nucelar Regulatory Commis-
sion, transmitting a report on Year 2003 In-
ventory of Commercial Activities and Inher-
ently Governmental Functions, in accord-
ance with the Federal Activities Inventory 
Reform Act (FAIR) of 1998 and with the Of-
fice of Management and Budget (OMB) Cir-
cular No. A–76, ‘‘Performance of Commercial 
Activities’’; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

8736. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
For Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting a draft bill ‘‘To 
modify the boundary of the Seip Earthwood 
unit of the Hopewell Culture National His-
torical Park in the State of Ohio, and for 
other purposes’’; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

8737. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting a draft bill ‘‘To 
revise the designation of wilderness areas in 
Cumberland Island National Seashore, and 
for other purposes’’; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

8738. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Excelsior 
Springs, MO. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17147; 
Airspace Docket No. 04–ACE–13] received 
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

8739. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Gideon, 
MO. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17150; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–16] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8740. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Cassville, 
MO. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17152; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–18] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8741. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Moberly, 
MO. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17420; Airspace 

Docket No. 04–ACE–21] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8742. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Gothen-
burg, NE. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17423; Air-
space Docket No. 04–ACE–24] received June 
21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8743. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Johnson, 
KS. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17151; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–17] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8744. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Revision of Class E Airspace; Platinum, AK 
[Docket No. FAA–2003–17042; Airspace Docket 
No. 04–AAL–03] received June 21, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8745. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Establishment of Class E Airspace; Wales, 
AK [Docket No. FAA–2004–17019; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–AAL–02] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8746. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Fulton, 
MO. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17149; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–15] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8747. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Dassault Model 
Mystere-Falcon 50 Series Airplanes [Docket 
No. 2002–NM–204–AD; Amendment 39–13617; 
AD 2004–09–27] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received 
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

8748. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Establishment of Class D Airspace; Denton, 
TX [Docket No. FAA–2004–17261; Airspace 
Docket No. 2004–ASW–09] received June 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8749. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Establishment of Class E Airspace; Galliano, 
LA [Docket No. FAA–2004–17259; Airspace 
Docket No. 2004–ASW–07] received June 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8750. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Establishment of Class E Airspace; Clayton, 
NM [Docket No. FAA–2004–17260; Airspace 
Docket No. 2004–ASW–08] received June 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8751. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—

Modification of Class E Airspace; Wahoo, NE. 
[Docket No. FAA–2004–17725; Airspace Docket 
No. 04–ACE–37] received June 21, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8752. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Ogallala, 
NE. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17724; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–36] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8753. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; North 
Platte, NE. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17723; Air-
space Docket No. 04–ACE–35] received June 
21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8754. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Restricted Area 5115, NM; 
and Restricted Areas 6316, 6317, and 6318, TX 
[Docket No. FAA–2004–17612; Airspace Docket 
No. 04–ASW–03] (RIN: 2120–AA66) received 
June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

8755. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Establishment of Restricted Area 2204, 
Oliktok Point; AK [Docket No. FAA–2003–
15410; Airspace Docket No. 03–AAL–1] (RIN: 
2120–AA66) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8756. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Lynchburg, 
VA [Docket No. FAA–2004–17296; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–AEA–03] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8757. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; McCook, 
NE. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17722; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–34] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8758. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Mosby, 
MO. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17721; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–33] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8759. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Oshkosh, 
NE. [Docket No. FAA–2004–17427; Airspace 
Docket No. 04–ACE–27] received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8760. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Revision of Federal Airway 137. [Docket No. 
FAA–2003–16437; Airspace Docket No. 03–
AWP–02] (RIN: 2120–AA66) received June 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8761. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
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transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Establishment of Class E Airspace; Ham-
ilton, MT. [Docket No. FAA 2003–16070; Air-
space Docket 03–ANM–05] received June 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8762. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 777–
200 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2003–NM–50–
AD; Amendment 39–13675; AD 2004–12–15] 
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received June 21, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8763. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Dornier Model 328–
100 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2003–NM–56–
AD; Amendment 39–13674; AD 2004–12–14] 
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received June 21, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8764. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell Doug-
las Model MD–11 and –11F Airplanes [Docket 
No. 2003–NM–75–AD; Amendment 39–13668; AD 
2004–12–09] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received June 21, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8765. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier Model 
CL–600–2B19 (Regional Jet Series 100 & 440) 
Airplanes [Docket No. 2001–NM–321–AD; 
Amendment 39–13633; AD 2004–10–03] (RIN: 
2120–AA64) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8766. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Eurocopter France 
Model EC 130 B4 and AS 350 B3 Helicopters 
[Docket No. 2003–SW–29–AD; Amendment 39–
13650; AD 2004–11–05] (RIN: 2120–AA64) re-
ceived June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

8767. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Saab Model SAAB 
SF340A and SAAB 340B Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2003–NM–18–AD; Amendment 39–
13647; AD 2004–11–02] (RIN: 2120–AA64) re-
ceived June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

8768. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Lycoming Engines 
(formerly Textron Lycoming), Direct-Drive 
Reciprocating Engines [Docket No. 89–ANE–
10–AD; Amendment 39–13644; AD 2004–10–14] 
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received June 21, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8769. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Alexander 
Schleicher GmbH & Co. Segelflugzeugbau 
Model ASH 25M Sailplanes [Docket No. 2003–
CE–64–AD; Amendment 39–13638; AD 2004–10–
08] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received June 21, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

8770. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; GARMIN Inter-
national Inc. GTX 330 Mode S Transponders 
and GTX 330D Diversity Mode S Tran-
sponders [Docket No. 2003–CE–39–AD; Amend-
ment 39–13645; AD 2004–10–15] (RIN: 2120–
AA64) received June 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8771. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 737–
600, –700, –700C, –800, and –900 Series Air-
planes Equipped with Certain Honeywell 
Start Converter Units [Docket No. 2001–NM–
291–AD; Amendment 39–13640; AD 2004–10–10] 
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received June 21, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure.

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows:

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 1156. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act to increase the ceiling on the 
Federal share of the costs of phase I of the 
Orange County, California, Regional Water 
Reclamation Project (Rept. 108–562). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 646. A bill to expand the boundaries of 
the Fort Donelson National Battlefield to 
authorize the acquisition and interpretation 
of lands associated with the campaign that 
resulted in the capture of the fort in 1862, 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 108–563). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 142. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to participate in the Inland Empire 
regional water recycling project, to author-
ize the Secretary to carry out a program to 
assist agencies in projects to construct re-
gional brine lines in California, and to au-
thorize the Secretary to participate in the 
Lower Chino Dairy Area desalination dem-
onstration and reclamation project; with 
amendments (Rept. 108–564). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. H.R. 4056. 
A bill to encourage the establishment of 
both long-term and short-term programs to 
address the threat of man-portable air de-
fense systems (MANPADS) to commercial 
aviation; with an amendment (Rept. 108–565 
Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 

Committee on International Relations 
discharged from further consideration. 
H.R. 4056 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union and ordered to be printed. 

[Submitted June 24 (legislative day, June 23), 
2004] 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Rules. House Reslution 692. Resolution 
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 

4663) to amend part C of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 to 
extend the discretionary spending limits and 
pay-as-you-go through fiscal year 2009 (Rept. 
108–566). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 693. Resolution waiving a 
requirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII with 
respect to consideration of certain resolu-
tions reported from the Committee on Rules 
(Rept. 108–567). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker:

H.R. 4056. Referral to the Committee on 
International Relations extended for a period 
ending not later than June 23, 2004.

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 
H.R. 4651. A bill to establish a Federal 

interagency task force to promote the bene-
fits, safety, and potential uses of agricul-
tural biotechnology outside the United 
States to improve human and animal nutri-
tion, increase crop productivity, and improve 
agricultural sustainability while ensuring 
the safety of food and the environment, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

By Mr. NUSSLE (for himself and Mr. 
LATHAM): 

H.R. 4652. A bill to amend the Clean Air 
Act to prohibit the use of methyl tertiary 
butyl ether as a fuel additive, to require Fed-
eral fleet vehicles to use ethanol fuel, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. TANCREDO: 
H.R. 4653. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide that the medical 
expenses of a child with special needs shall 
be allowable as a medical expense deduction 
without regard to the 7.5 percent adjusted 
gross income threshold; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
LANTOS, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. ROYCE, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. LEACH, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr. WELLER, 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. PICKERING, 
Mr. OXLEY, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. CAMP, Mr. TANNER, Mr. HOB-
SON, Mr. SHAW, Mr. FORD, Mr. 
EHLERS, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. ENGLISH, Ms. PRYCE 
of Ohio, Mr. TIBERI, and Mrs. 
TAUSCHER): 

H.R. 4654. A bill to reauthorize the Tropical 
Forest Conservation Act of 1998 through fis-
cal year 2007, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself and 
Mr. LANTOS): 

H.R. 4655. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide to employers a 
tax credit for compensation paid during the 
period employees are performing service as 
members of the Ready Reserve or the Na-
tional Guard; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 4656. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of the Nanomanufacturing Invest-
ment Partnership, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Science. 

By Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia (for 
himself and Mr. HOYER): 

H.R. 4657. A bill to amend the Balanced 
Budget Act of 1997 to improve the adminis-
tration of Federal pension benefit payments 
for District of Columbia teachers, police offi-
cers, and fire fighters, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him-
self and Mr. EVANS): 

H.R. 4658. A bill to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to make 
certain improvements and technical correc-
tions to that Act; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. MICHAUD, and Mr. SMITH 
of New Jersey): 

H.R. 4659. A bill to amend chapter 43 of 
title 38, United States Code, to extend the 
period for which an individual may elect to 
continue employer-sponsored health care 
coverage under the Uniform Services Em-
ployment and Reemployment Rights Act of 
1994, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LANTOS (for himself, Mr. 
HYDE, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. BURTON of In-
diana, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. 
BALLENGER, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HOUGH-
TON, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. 
GREEN of Wisconsin, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
WELLER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. SCHIFF, and Ms. 
MCCOLLUM): 

H.R. 4660. A bill to amend the Millennium 
Challenge Act of 2003 to extend the authority 
to provide assistance to countries seeking to 
become eligible countries for purposes of 
that Act; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Ms. 
LOFGREN, and Mr. SMITH of Texas): 

H.R. 4661. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to discourage spyware, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. SHADEGG (for himself, Mr. 
BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. CANNON, 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. DEAL 
of Georgia, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. FLAKE, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GARRETT 
of New Jersey, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
HOEKSTRA, Mr. JONES of North Caro-
lina, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. OTTER, 
Mr. PENCE, Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin, 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
TOOMEY, and Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina): 

H.R. 4662. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for coopera-
tive governing of individual health insurance 
coverage offered in interstate commerce; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. NUSSLE: 
H.R. 4663. A bill to amend part C of the 

Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 to establish discretionary 
spending limits and a pay-as-you-go require-
ment for mandatory spending; to the Com-
mittee on the Budget. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
GREENWOOD, and Mr. WU): 

H.R. 4664. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Education to provide grants to establish sus-
tainability centers, charged with developing 
and implementing integrated environmental, 
economic, and social sustainability pro-

grams through administrative and oper-
ational practices as well as multidisciplinary 
research, education, and outreach at institu-
tions of higher education; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself and Ms. 
HARRIS): 

H.R. 4665. A bill to protect America’s food 
supply and facilitate lawful importation of 
safe and unadulterated food products; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGELL: 
H.R. 4666. A bill to provide for and approve 

the settlement of certain land claims of the 
Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians; 
to the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: 
H.R. 4667. A bill to authorize and facilitate 

hydroelectric power licensing of the Tapoco 
Project, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself and Mr. 
GALLEGLY): 

H.R. 4668. A bill to designate the third floor 
of the Ellis Island Immigration Museum, lo-
cated on Ellis Island in New York Harbor, as 
the ‘‘Bob Hope Memorial Library’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEFLEY: 
H.R. 4669. A bill to require the Secretary of 

the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of Ronald Wilson Reagan, the 40th 
President of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. HOLT (for himself, Mr. HOUGH-
TON, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. MORAN of 
Virginia, Mr. HONDA, Mr. GORDON, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
OLVER, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. CASTLE, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. FROST, Mr. 
BERMAN, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, and 
Mr. EHLERS): 

H.R. 4670. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a Center for Scientific and Tech-
nical Assessment; to the Committee on 
Science. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself, Ms. DUNN, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. SOLIS, 
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, 
Mrs. MALONEY, Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. 
HOBSON, Mr. OSBORNE, and Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY): 

H.R. 4671. A bill to authorize assistance for 
education and health care for women and 
children in Iraq during the reconstruction of 
Iraq and thereafter, to authorize assistance 
for the enhancement of political participa-
tion, economic empowerment, civil society, 
and personal security for women in Iraq, to 
state the sense of Congress on the preserva-
tion and protection of the human rights of 
women and children in Iraq, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island (for 
himself and Mr. LANGEVIN): 

H.R. 4672. A bill to amend part C of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to prohibit 
the comparative cost adjustment (CCA) pro-
gram from operating in the State of Rhode 
Island; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. KLECZKA: 
H.R. 4673. A bill to require warning labels 

on consumer products containing radio fre-
quency identification devices, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 
H.R. 4674. A bill to prohibit the return of 

persons by the United States, for purposes of 
detention, interrogation, or trial, to coun-
tries engaging in torture or other inhuman 
treatment of persons; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

By Mrs. MYRICK: 
H.R. 4675. A bill to amend the Caribbean 

Basin Economic Recovery Act to increase 
the quantity of T-shirts that may receive 
duty-free treatment during the 1-year period 
beginning October 1, 2003; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. SOUDER, Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio, Mr. CHABOT, and Mr. 
CANNON): 

H.R. 4676. A bill to reauthorize the grant 
program of the Department of Justice for re-
entry of offenders into the community, to es-
tablish a task force on Federal programs and 
activities relating to the reentry of offenders 
into the community, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HYDE (for himself and Mr. LAN-
TOS): 

H. Con. Res. 462. Concurrent resolution re-
affirming unwavering commitment to the 
Taiwan Relations Act, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H. Con. Res. 463. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that a 
postage stamp should be issued to honor law 
enforcement officers killed in the line of 
duty; to the Committee on Government Re-
form. 

By Mr. HAYES (for himself, Mr. 
HOSTETTLER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
NETHERCUTT, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. PETER-
SON of Minnesota, Mr. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. 
MOLLOHAN, and Mr. HINOJOSA): 

H. Con. Res. 464. Concurrent resolution 
honoring the 10 communities selected to re-
ceive the 2004 All-America City Award; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. HOYER, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. OBEY, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. SKEL-
TON, Mr. LANTOS, and Mr. HINCHEY): 

H. Res. 689. A resolution of inquiry request-
ing the President and directing certain other 
Federal officials to transmit to the House of 
Representatives not later than 14 days after 
the date of the adoption of this resolution 
documents in the possession of the President 
and those officials relating to the treatment 
of prisoners or detainees in Iraq, Afghani-
stan, or Guantanamo Bay; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. WAXMAN (for himself, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. HOYER, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. OBEY, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. 
SPRATT): 

H. Res. 690. A resolution creating a select 
committee to investigate the abuses of de-
tainees held in United States custody in con-
nection with Operation Iraqi Freedom, Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom, or any operation 
within the Global War on Terrorism, in par-
ticular those abuses that have been docu-
mented by thousands of photographs and on 
video at Abu Ghraib prison; to the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. HYDE (for himself, Mr. LANTOS, 
Mr. HUNTER, and Mr. SKELTON): 
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H. Res. 691. A resolution congratulating 

the Interim Government of Iraq on its forth-
coming assumption of sovereign authority in 
Iraq; to the Committee on International Re-
lations, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 290: Mr. DINGELL and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 296: Mr. RAHALL and Mr. PICKERING. 
H.R. 584: Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 742: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Ms. 

BORDALLO. 
H.R. 775: Mr. FEENEY. 
H.R. 936: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 1051: Mrs. TAUSCHER. 
H.R. 1160: Mr. ALEXANDER. 
H.R. 1231: Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 1310: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 1357: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 1504: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H.R. 1587: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 1716: Mr. SANDLIN. 
H.R. 1726: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama.
H.R. 1769: Mr. OLVER and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2096: Mr. CHANDLER. 
H.R. 2217: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 2256: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2260: Mr. TANCREDO and Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 2311: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 2505: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 2699: Mr. GORDON, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. 

HEFLEY. 
H.R. 2711: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 

CUMMINGS, and Mr. THOMPSON OF MISSISSIPPI. 
H.R. 2735: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky and Mr. 

HOEFFEL. 
H.R. 2814: Mr. MATSUI. 
H.R. 2890: Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 3085: Mr. VITTER. 
H.R. 3148: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. 

HALL, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. MCCARTHY of Mis-
souri, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. ENGLISH, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. LEWIS of California, 
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. ACEVEDO-VILLA, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 
BEAUPREZ, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HYDE, Mr. MORAN 
of Kansas, Mr. KIND, and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 3313: Mr. MCCOTTER and Mr. JENKINS. 
H.R. 3384: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 

WEXLER, and Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 3450: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Mr. UDALL of 

Colorado. 
H.R. 3574: Mr. EHLERS.
H.R. 3579: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Ms. 

LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. 
H.R. 3609: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 3683: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 3693: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 3780: Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. GUTIER-

REZ, and Ms. ESHOO. 

H.R. 3801: Mr. KLINE.
H.R. 3809: Mr. PALLONE, Mr. SANDERS, and 

Mr. MARKEY. 
H.R. 3814: Mr. RENZI.
H.R. 3815: Mr. GONZALEZ and Mr. LEWIS of 

Georgia. 
H.R. 3831: Mr. INSLEE. 
H.R. 3845: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3921: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 3953: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 3974: Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. WATERS, and 

Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 3988: Mr. GONZALEZ and Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 4003: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 4155: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 4205: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. 

OWENS. 
H.R. 4242: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 4262: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. WOOLSEY, 

Ms. LEE, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, and Ms. 
DELAURO.

H.R. 4290: Mr. INSLEE. 
H.R. 4334: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 4343: Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 4348: Ms. LEE, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 4350: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 4367: Mr. SANDLIN. 
H.R. 4391: Mr. OWENS, Ms. GINNY BROWN-

WAITE of Florida, and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 4394: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 4414: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 4426: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 

PITTS, and Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 4433: Ms. MAJETTE, Mrs. KELLY, Mr. 

THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. MEEKS of New 
York, Mr. LEACH, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, and Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H.R. 4440: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. MCHUGH, and 
Mr. SIMPSON. 

H.R. 4448: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 4504: Mr. CANTOR and Mr. PRICE of 

North Carolina. 
H.R. 4533: Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 4573: Ms. HARMAN. 
H.R. 4574: Ms. HARMAN. 
H.R. 4575: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 4578: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. SMITH of 

Washington. 
H.R. 4592: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 4600: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. 

TIBERI, Mr. STRICKLAND, and Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 4626: Mr. SANDLIN and Ms. DUNN.
H.R. 4628: Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. PASTOR, and 

Mr. MATSUI. 
H.R. 4629: Mr. FOSSELLA and Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 4634: Mr. BLUNT, Mr. ROGERS of Michi-

gan, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. KING of New York, 
Ms. NORTON, and Mrs. CAPITO. 

H.R. 4640: Mr. ENGLISH. 
H. Con. Res. 111: Ms. MILLENDER-MCDON-

ALD. 
H. Con. Res. 218: Mr. TIBERI. 
H. Con. Res. 304: Mr. PRICE of North Caro-

lina and Mr. MEEHAN. 
H. Con. Res. 366: Mr. CHANDLER. 
H. Con. Res. 392: Ms. BORDALLO and Ms. 

EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 399: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H. Con. Res. 422: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Con. Res. 425: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H. Con. Res. 436: Ms. JONES of Ohio and Mr. 
MCCOTTER. 

H. Con. Res. 459: Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. SHUSTER, 
Mr. FORD, and Mr. MURTHA. 

H. Res. 129: Mr. LOWEY. 
H. Res. 471: Mr. CLAY. 
H. Res. 567: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mr. 

MENENDEZ. 
H. Res. 596: Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H. Res. 650: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H. Res. 652: Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 

BLUMENAUER, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. LEACH, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS 
of Virginia, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. BELL.

H. Res. 667: Mr. BAKER, Mr. MENENDEZ, and 
Mr. MCCOTTER. 

H. Res. 673: Mr. FROST. 
H. Res. 676: Mr. HOLT and Mr. BACHUS. 
H. Res. 688: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. 

KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 
and Mr. PORTER. 

f

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 1205: Mr. CARSON of Oklahoma. 
H.R. 3720: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 3800: Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee. 
H.R. 4107: Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee.

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII,
91. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

Mr. Gregory D. Watson, a Citizen of Austin, 
Texas, relative to a petition urging the 
United States Congress to enact legislation 
that would reinstate the $500 paper currency 
denomination, bearing the likenesses of the 
late President Reagan and the United States 
Supreme Court Building; which was referred 
to the Committee on Financial Services.

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows:

H.R. 4614

OFFERED BY: MR. HEFLEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following:

SEC. ll. Total appropriations made in 
this Act (other than appropriations required 
to be made by a provision of law) are hereby 
reduced by $279,880,000. 

H.R. 4614

OFFERED BY: MR. HEFLEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 38, line 11, after 
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(re-
duced by $28,500,000)’’. 
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